




















MONODROMY OF CERTAIN PAINLEVE’–VI TRANSCENDENTS AND
REFLECTION GROUPS
B. Dubrovin and M. Mazzocco
International School of Advanced Studies, SISSA-ISAS, Trieste.
Abstract. We study the global analytic properties of the solutions of a particular family
of Painleve´ VI equations with the parameters β = γ = 0, δ = 1
2
and α arbitrary. We
introduce a class of solutions having critical behaviour of algebraic type, and completely
compute the structure of the analytic continuation of these solutions in terms of an auxil-
iary reflection group in the three dimensional space. The analytic continuation is given in
terms of an action of the braid group on the triples of generators of the reflection group.
This result is used to classify all the algebraic solutions of our Painleve´ VI equation.
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INTRODUCTION
In this paper, we will study the structure of the analytic continuation of the solutions
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in the complex plane, µ is an arbitrary complex parameter satisfying the condition 2µ 6∈ Z .
This is a particular case of the general Painleve´ VI equation (see [Ince]) PVI(α, β, γ, δ),









The general solution y(x; c1, c2) of PVI(α, β, γ, δ) satisfies the following two important
properties (see [Pain]):
1) The solution y(x; c1, c2) can be analytically continued to a meromorphic function on
the universal covering of Cl \{0, 1,∞}.
2) For generic values of the integration constants c1, c2 and of the parameters α, β, γ, δ,
the solution y(x; c1, c2) can not be expressed via elementary or classical transcendental
functions.
The former claim is the so-called Painleve´ property of the equation PVI(α, β, γ, δ), i.e.
its solutions y(x; c1, c2) may have complicated singularities only at the critical points of
the equation, 0, 1,∞, the position of which does not depend on the choice of the particular
solution (the so-called fixed singularities), and all the other singularities of the solution are
poles. Positions of the poles depend on the integration constants (the so-called movable
singularities).
All the second order ordinary differential equations of the type:
yxx = R(x, y, yx),
where R is rational in yx and meromorphic in x and y and satisfies the Painleve´ property
of absence of movable critical singularities, were classified by Painleve´ and Gambier (see
[Pain], and [Gamb]). Only six of these equations, which are given in the Painleve´-Gambier
list, satisfy the property 2), i.e. they can not be reduced to known differential equations for
elementary and classical special functions. The solutions of these equations define some new
functions, the so-called Painleve´ transcendents. PVI(α, β, γ, δ) is the most general equation
of Painleve´-Gambier list. Indeed all the others can be obtained from PVI(α, β, γ, δ) by a
confluence procedure (see [Ince] §14.4).
There are many physical applications of particular solutions of the Painleve´ equations
which we do not discuss here. We mention only the paper [Tod] where our PVIµ appears
in the problem of the construction of self-dual Bianchi-type IX Einstein metrics, and the
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paper [Dub] where the same equation was used to classify the solutions of WDVV equation
in 2D-topological field theories.
The name of transcendents could be misleading; indeed, for some particular values
of (c1, c2, α, β, γ, δ), the solution y(x; c1, c2) can be expressed via classical functions. For
example Picard (see [Pic] and [Ok]) showed that the general solution of PVI(0, 0, 0, 1
2
) can
be expressed via elliptic functions, and, more recently, Hitchin [Hit] obtained the general








) in terms of the Jacobi theta-functions (see also [Man]). Partic-
ular examples of classical solutions, that can be expressed via hypergeometric functions,
of PVI were first constructed by Lukashevich [Luka]. A general approach to study the
classical solutions of PVI was proposed by Okamoto (see [Ok1][Ok2]). One of the main
tools of this approach is the symmetry group of PVI: the particular solutions are those
being invariant with respect to some symmetry of PVI. The symmetries act in a non trivial
way on the space of the parameters (α, β, γ, δ). Okamoto described the fundamental region
of the action of this symmetry group and showed that all the classical solutions known at
that moment, fit into the boundary of this fundamental region.
The theory of the classical solutions of the Painleve´ equations was developed by
Umemura and Watanabe ([Um], [Um1], [Um2], [Um3], [Wat]); in particular, all the one-
parameter families of classical solutions of PVI were classified in [Wat]. Watanabe also
proved that, loosely speaking, all the other classical solutions of PVI (i.e. not belonging
to the one-parameter families) can only be given by algebraic functions.
Examples of algebraic solutions were found in [Hit1], for PVI( 18 ,−18 , 12k2 , 12 − 12k2 ), for
an arbitrary integer k. Other examples for PVIµ were constructed in [Dub]. They turn out
to be related to the group of symmetries of the regular polyhedra in the three dimensional
space. Other algebraic solutions of PVI can be extracted from the recent paper [Seg].
The main aim of our work is to elaborate a tool to classify all the algebraic solutions
of the Painleve´ VI equation (for the other five Painleve´ equations, algebraic solutions have
been classified, see [Kit], [Wat1], [Mur] and [Mur1]). Our idea is very close to the main idea
of the classical paper of Schwartz (see [Schw]) devoted to the classification of the algebraic
solutions of the Gauss hypergeometric equation. Let y(x; c1, c2) be a branch of a solution
of PVI; its analytic continuation along any closed path γ avoiding the singularities is a
new branch y(x; cγ1 , c
γ




2 . Since all the singularities of
the solution on Cl \{0, 1,∞} are poles, the result of the analytic continuation depends only
on the homotopy class of the loop γ on the Riemann sphere with three punctures. As a
consequence, the structure of the analytic continuation is described by an action of the
fundamental group:
γ ∈ Cl \{0, 1,∞}, γ : (c1, c2)→ (cγ1 , cγ2). (0.1)
To classify all the algebraic solutions of Painleve´ VI, all the finite orbits of this action must
be classified.
Our problem differs from Schwartz’s linear analogue, because (0.1) is not a linear
representation but a non-linear action of the fundamental group. It is also more involved
than the problem of the classification of the algebraic solutions of the other five Painleve´
equations, because the PVI is the only equation on the Painleve´-Gambier list having a
non-abelian fundamental group of the complement of the critical locus.
Although the main idea seems to work for the general PVI(α, β, γ, δ), we managed
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to completely describe the action (0.1), and to solve the problem of the classification of
the algebraic solutions, only for the particular one-parameter family PVIµ. Nevertheless,
we have decided to publish these results separately, postponing the investigation of the
general case to another paper (in an effort to keep the paper within a reasonable size, we
also postpone the study of the resonant case 2µ ∈ Z , see [Ma]). One of the motivations for
the present publication is a nice geometrical interpretation of the structure of the analytic
continuation (0.1), that seems to disappear in the general PVI equation.
We now outline the main results and describe the structure of the paper. Let us
introduce a class of solutions of PVIµ a-priori containing all the algebraic solutions. We
say that a branch of a solution y(x; c1, c2) has critical behaviour of algebraic type, if there






l0 (1 +O(xε)) , as x→ 0,
1− a1(1− x)l1 (1 +O((1− x)ε)) , as x→ 1,
a∞x1−l∞
(
1 +O(x−ε)) , as x→∞,
(0.2)
where ε > 0 is small enough. We show that there exists a three-parameter family of
solutions of PVIµ with critical behaviour of algebraic type, where µ itself is a function of
l0, l1, l∞. Of course, for an algebraic solution, the indices l0, l1, l∞ must be rational.
It turns out that the three-parameter family of solutions (0.2) is closed under the
analytic continuation (0.1), if and only if µ is real. One of our main results is the pa-
rameterization of the solutions (0.2) by ordered triples of planes in the three dimensional
Euclidean space(see Section 1.4). In particular, the indices l0, l1, l∞ are related to the




2ri if 0 < ri ≤ 1
2
2− 2ri if 1
2
≤ ri < 1
i = 0, 1,∞,
and the parameter µ is determined within the ambiguity µ 7→ ±µ + n, n ∈ Z , by the
equation:
sin2 piµ = cos2 pir0 + cos
2 pir1 + cos
2 pir∞ + 2 cospir0 cospir1 cospir∞.
This ambiguity and the one due to the reordering of the planes can be absorbed by the
symmetries of PVIµ described in Section 1.2.
We compute the analytic continuation (0.1) in terms of some elementary operations
on the planes. This computation leads to prove that, for an algebraic solution of PVIµ,
the reflections in the planes must generate the symmetry group of a regular polyhedron
in lR3. Another result of this paper is the classification of all algebraic solutions of PVIµ.
They are in one-to-one correspondence, modulo the symmetries of the equations described
in Section 1.2, with the reciprocal pairs of the three-dimensional regular polyhedra and
star-polyhedra (the description of the star-polyhedra can be found in [Cox]). The solutions
corresponding to the regular tetrahedron, cube and icosahedron are the ones obtained in
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[Dub] using the theory of polynomial Frobenius manifolds. The solutions corresponding to
the regular great icosahedron, and regular great dodecahedron are new. Our method not
only allows to classify the solutions, but also to obtain the explicit formulae, as we do in
Section 2.4.
The main tool to obtain these results is the isomonodromy deformation method (see
[Fuchs], [Sch] and [JMU], [ItN], [FlN]). The Painleve´ VI is represented as the equation of














For PVIµ, the 2× 2 matrices A0, A1, Ax are nilpotent and





The entries of the matrices Ai are complicated expressions of x, y, yx and of some quadra-
ture
∫
R(x, y)dx. The monodromy of (0.3) remains constant if and only if y = y(x) satisfies
PVI. Thus, the solutions of PVIµ are parameterized by the monodromy data of the Fuch-
sian system (0.3) (see Section 1.1). In section 1.2, we compute the structure of the analytic
continuation in terms of the monodromy data. On this basis, in Section 1.3, we classify
all the monodromy data of the algebraic solutions of PVIµ. To this end, we classify all
the rational solutions of certain trigonometric equations using the method of a paper by
Gordan (see [Gor]). In Section 1.4, we parameterize the monodromy data of PVIµ by
ordered triples of planes in the three-dimensional space, considered modulo rotations. The
structure of the analytic continuation of the solutions of PVIµ is reformulated in terms of
a certain action of the braid group B3 on the triples of planes. The group G generated by
the reflections with respect to the planes remains unchanged. For the algebraic solutions,
the group G turns out to coincide with the symmetry group of one of the regular polyhe-
dra in the three-dimensional Euclidean space. We also give another proof, suggested by E.
Vinberg, of this result, and we establish that the class of solutions of PVIµ parameterized
by triples of planes in the three dimensional Euclidean space is invariant with respect to
the analytic continuation.
In the second part of the paper, we identify this class of solutions of PVIµ with the
class of solutions having critical behaviour of algebraic type (0.2). In Section 2.1, we prove
that the solution y(x) of the form (0.2), for a fixed value of µ, is uniquely determined by
its asymptotic behaviour near one of the critical points, i.e. by any of the pairs (a0, l0),
(a1, l1),(a∞, l∞). In particular, we prove that, for an algebraic solution of PVIµ, the indices
l0, l1, l∞ must satisfy:
0 < li ≤ 1, i = 0, 1,∞.
To derive the connection formulae establishing the relations between these pairs, we use
(see Section 2.3) the properly adapted method of Jimbo (see [Jim]). This method allows
to express the monodromy data of the auxiliary Fuchsian system (0.3) in terms of the
parameters (a0, l0), (a1, l1) or (a∞, l∞). For convenience of the reader, and because of
some differences between the assumptions of Jimbo’s work and ours, we give a complete
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derivation of the connection formulae in Section 2.2. Using the results of the Sections 1.3
and 1.4, we complete the computation of the critical behaviour (0.2) for all the branches of
the analytic continuation of the solution. The result of this computation is used in Section
2.4 to obtain the explicit formulae for the algebraic solutions of PVIµ.
Remark 0.1. The resulting classification of the algebraic solutions of PVIµ is in strik-
ing similarity to the Schwartz’s classification (see [Schw]) of the algebraic solutions of the
hypergeometric equation. According to Schwartz, the algebraic solutions of the hyperge-
ometric equation, considered modulo contiguity transformations, are of fifteen types (the
first type consists of an infinite sequence of solutions). The rows (2 − 15) of Schwartz’s
list (see, for example, the table in Section 2.7.2 of [Bat]) correspond to the triples of gen-
erating reflections of the symmetry groups of regular polyhedra in the three-dimensional
Euclidean space (we are grateful to E. Vinberg for bringing this point to our attention).
The parameter λ, µ, ν of the hypergeometric equation shown in the table are just the angles
between the mirrors of the reflections, divided by pi.
According to our classification, the algebraic solutions of PVIµ, considered modulo
symmetries, are in one-to-one correspondence to the classes of equivalence of the triples
of generating reflections in the symmetry groups of regular polyhedra. The equivalence is
defined by an action of the braid group B3 on the triples and by orthogonal transforma-
tions. We find that in the groups G = W (A3) and G = W (B3), the symmetry groups of
respectively the regular tetrahedron and of the cube or regular octahedron, there is only
one equivalence class of triples of generating reflections; these are given respectively by the
rows (2, 3) and by (4, 5) of Schwartz’s table. In the group W (H3) of symmetries of regular
icosahedron or regular dodecahedron, there are three equivalence classes of triples of reflec-
tions which are given respectively by the rows (6, 8, 13), (11, 14, 15) and (7, 9, 10, 12) of the
Schwartz’s table and correspond to icosahedron, great icosahedron and great dodecahedron
(or to their reciprocal pairs, see [Cox]). To establish the correspondence, we associate a
standard system of generating reflections to a regular polyhedron in the following way: let
H be the center of the polyhedron, O the center of a face, P a vertex of this face and Q
the center of an edge of the same face through the vertex P . Then the reflections with
respect to the planes HOP , HOQ and HPQ are the standard system of generators. Our
five algebraic solutions correspond to the classes of equivalence of the standard systems of
generators obtained by this contruction applied to tetrahedron, cube, icosahedron, great
icosahedron, great dodecahedron.
Summarizing, we see that the list of all the algebraic solutions of PVIµ is obtained by
folding of the list of Schwartz modulo the action of the braid group. This relation between
the algebraic solutions of PVIµ and the algebraic hypergeometric functions seems to be
surprising also from the point of view of the results of Watanabe (see [Wat]) who classified
all the one-parameter families of classical solutions of PVIµ (essentially, all of them are
given by hypergeometric functions). Using these results, one can easily check that our




The authors are indebted to E. Vinberg for the elegant proof of theorem 1.8. We
thank A. Akhmedov for a simple proof of the Algebraic Lemma, Section 1.4. We thank
also R. Conte for drawing our attention to the classical work of Picard (see [Pic]) and V.
Sokolov and F. Zanolin for useful discussions.
1. STRUCTURE OF ANALYTIC CONTINUATION AND ALGEBRAIC SO-
LUTIONS OF PVIµ
1.1. Painleve´ VI equation as isomonodromy deformation equation.
In this section we show how the PVIµ equation can be reduced to the isomonodromy
deformation equation of an auxiliary Fuchsian system (see [Sch], [JMU]); moreover we
describe the parameterization, essentially due to Schlesinger (see. [Sch]), of the solutions
of the PVIµ equation by the monodromy data of such Fuchsian system.
1.1.1. An auxiliary Fuchsian system and its monodromy data. In this subsection,
we introduce an auxiliary Fuchsian system, define its monodromy and connection matrices,
and extabilish the correspondence between monodromy matrices and coefficients of the
Fuchsian system for a given set of poles.
Let us consider the following Fuchsian system with four regular singularities at u1,
u2, u3 and ∞:
d
dz
Y = A(z)Y, z ∈ Cl \{u1, u2, u3,∞} (1.1)
where A(z) is a matrix-valued function:
A(z) = A1
z − u1 +
A2
z − u2 +
A3
z − u3 ,
Ai being 2× 2 matrices independent on z, and u1, u2, u3 being pairwise distinct complex
numbers. We assume that the matrices Ai satisfy the following conditions:






Indeed, we will see in the latter part of this section that this choice corresponds to the
particular case PVIµ of the Painleve´ VI equation. In this paper we consider the non-
resonant case 2µ 6∈ Z .
The solution Y (z) of the system (1.1) is a multi-valued analytic function in the punc-
tured Riemann sphere Cl \{u1, u2, u3} and its multivaluedness is described by the so-called
monodromy matrices.
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Let us briefly recall the definition of the monodromy matrices of the Fuchsian system
(1.1). First, we fix a basis γ1, γ2, γ3 of loops in the fundamental group, with base point at
∞, of the punctured Riemann sphere
pi1
(
Cl \{u1, u2, u3,∞}, xˆ
)
,
and a fundamental matrix for the system (1.1). To fix the basis of the loops, we first perform
some cuts between the singularities, namely we cut three parallel segments pii between the
point at infinity and each ui; the segments pii are ordered according to the order of the
points u1, u2, u3, as in the figure 1. Take γi to be a simple closed curve starting and
finishing at infinity, going around ui in positive direction (γi is oriented counter-clockwise,
ui lies inside, while the other singular points lie outside) and not crossing the cuts pii. Near












Fig.1. The cuts pii between the singularities ui and the oriented loops γi.










, as z →∞, (1.3)
where zµ := eµ log z, with the choice of the principal branch of the logarithm, with the
branch-cut along the common direction of the cuts pi1, pi2, pi3. Such a fundamental ma-
trix Y∞(z) exists and, due to the non-resonance condition, it is uniquely determined.
It can be analytically continued to an analytic function on the universal covering of
Cl \{u1, u2, u3,∞}. For any element γ ∈ pi1
(
Cl \{u1, u2, u3,∞},∞
)
we denote the result
of the analytic continuation of Y∞(z) along the loop γ by γ[Y∞(z)]. Since γ[Y∞(z)] and
Y∞(z) are two fundamental matrices in the neighborhood of infinity, they must be related
by the following relation:
γ[Y∞(z)] = Y∞(z)Mγ
for some constant invertible 2 × 2 matrix Mγ depending only on the homotopy class of
γ. Particularly, the matrix M∞ := Mγ∞ , γ∞ being a simple loop around infinity in the








The resulting monodromy representation is an anti-homomorphism:
pi1
(
Cl \{u1, u2, u3,∞},∞
) → SL2(Cl )
γ 7→ Mγ (1.5)
Mγγ˜ =Mγ˜Mγ. (1.6)
The imagesMi :=Mγi of the generators γi, i = 1, 2, 3 of the fundamental group, are called
the monodromy matrices of the Fuchsian system (1.1). They generate the monodromy
group of the system, i.e. the image of the representation (1.5). Moreover, due to the fact
that, in our particular case, the Ai are nilpotent, satisfy the following relations:
det(Mi) = 1, Tr(Mi) = 2, for i = 1, 2, 3, (1.7)
with Mi = 1 if and only if Ai = 0. Moreover, since the loop (γ1γ2γ3)−1 is homotopic to
γ∞, the following relation holds:
M∞M3M2M1 = 1. (1.8)
A simultaneous conjugationAi 7→ D−1AiD, i = 1, 2, 3 of the coefficientsAi of the Fuchsian
system (1.1) by a diagonal matrix D, implies the same conjugation of the monodromy
matrices Mγ 7→ D−1MγD, for any γ ∈ pi1
(
Cl \{u1, u2, u3,∞},∞
)
.
We now recall the definition of the connection matrices. Let us assume that Mi 6= 1,
or equivalently Ai 6= 0, for every i = 1, 2, 3. We choose the fundamental matrices Yi(z) of
the system (1.1), such that:
Yi = Gi (1+O(z − ui)) (z − ui)J , as z → ui, (1.9)





, the invertible matrix Gi
is defined by Ai = GiJG−1i , and the choice of the branch of log(z − ui) needed in the
definition of
(z − ui)J =
(
1 log(z − ui)
0 1
)
is similar to the one above. The fundamental matrix Yi(z) is uniquely determined up to
the ambiguity:
Yi(z) 7→ Yi(z)Ri,
where Ri is any matrix commuting with J .
Continuing, along, say, the right-hand-side of the cut pii, the solution Y∞ to a neigh-
borhood of ui, we obtain another fundamental matrix around ui, that must be related to
Yi(z) by:
Y∞(z) = Yi(z)Ci, (1.10)
for some invertible matrix Ci. The matrices C1, C2, C3 are called connection matrices, and
are related to the monodromy matrices as follows:
Mi = C
−1
i exp(2piiJ)Ci, i = 1, 2, 3. (1.11)
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Lemma 1.1. Given three matrices M1, M2, M3, Mi 6= 1 for every i = 1, 2, 3, satisfying
the relations (1.7) and (1.8), then
i) there exist three matrices C1, C2, C3 satisfying the (1.11). Moreover they are uniquely
determined by the matrices M1, M2, M3, up to the ambiguity Ci 7→ R−1i Ci, where
RiJ = JRi, for i = 1, 2, 3.
ii) If the matrices M1, M2, M3 are the monodromy matrices of a Fuchsian system of the
form (1.1), then any triple C1, C2, C3 satisfying (1.11) can be realized as the connection
matrices of the Fuchsian system itself.
Proof. i) By the (1.7), the monodromy matrices have all the eigenvalues equal to one;
moreover they can be reduced to the Jordan normal form because Mi 6= 1. Namely there
















we obtain the needed matrix. Two such matrices Ci and C
′
i give the same matrixMi if and
only if C−1i C
′









3 are the connection matrices of a Fuchsian system of the
form (1.1), with monodromy matrices M1, M2, M3; id est Y∞(z) = Y ′i (z)C
′
i, i = 1, 2, 3,








−1 exp(2piiJ)C′i = C
−1
i exp(2piiJ)Ci, i = 1, 2, 3.




i must commute with J and C1, C2, C3 are the connection
matrices with respect to the new solutions Yi(z) = Y
′
i (z)Ri. QED
Now, we state the result about the correspondence between monodromy data and
coefficients of the Fuchsian system, for a given set of poles:
Lemma 1.2. Two Fuchsian systems (1.1) with the same poles u1, u2 and u3, and the
same value of µ, coincide if and only if they have the same monodromy matrices M1, M2,
M3, with respect to the same basis of the loops γ1, γ2 and γ3.
Proof. Let Y
(1)
∞ (z) and Y
(2)
∞ (z) be the fundamental matrices of the form (1.3) of the two
Fuchsian systems. Let us consider the following matrix:




Y (z) is an analytic function around infinity:





, as z →∞.
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Since the monodromy matrices coincide, Y (z) is a single valued function on Cl \{u1, u2, u3}.
Let us prove that Y (z) is analytic also at the points ui. Due to Lemma 1.1, we can choose
the fundamental matrices Y
(1)
i (z) and Y
(2)
i (z) in such a way that
Y (1),(2)∞ (z) = Y
(1),(2)
i (z)Ci i = 1, 2, 3.
with the same connection matrices Ci. Then near the point ui,
Y (z) = G
(2)




i (1+O(z − ui))
]−1
.
This proves that Y (z) is an analytic function on all Cl and then, by the Liouville theorem
Y (z) = 1,
and the two Fuchsian systems must coincide.
Corollary 1.1. Two Fuchsian systems (1.1) with the same poles u1, u2 and u3, and the
same value of µ, are conjugated
A(1)i = D−1A(2)i D, i = 1, 2, 3,









−1M (2)i D, i = 1, 2, 3.
1.1.2. The isomonodromy deformations of the Fuchsian system (1.1) and the
Painleve´ equation PVIµ. We now want to deform the poles of the Fuchsian system
keeping the monodromy fixed. The theory of these deformations is described by the fol-
lowing two results:














of the above form (1.2), with pairwise distinct poles u0i , and with respect to some basis
γ1, γ2, γ3 of the loops in pi1
(
Cl \{u01, u02, u03,∞},∞
)
. Then there exists a neighborhood
U ⊂ Cl 3 of the point u0 = (u01, u02, u03) such that, for any u = (u1, u2, u3) ∈ U , there exists
a unique triple A1(u), A2(u), A3(u) of analytic matrix valued functions such that:
Ai(u0) = A0i , i = 1, 2, 3,
and the monodromy matrices of the Fuchsian system
d
dz
Y = A(z; u)Y =
(A1(u)
z − u1 +
A2(u)






with respect to the same basis1 γ1, γ2, γ3 of the loops, coincide with the given M1, M2,
M3. The matrices Ai(u) are the solutions of the Cauchy problem with the initial data A0i











ui − uj . (1.14)
The solution Y 0∞(z) of (1.12) of the form (1.3) can be uniquely continued, for z 6= ui
i = 1, 2, 3, to an analytic function
Y∞(z, u), u ∈ U,
such that
Y∞(z, u0) = Y 0∞(z).
This continuation is the local solution of the Cauchy problem with the initial data Y 0∞ for





Moreover the functions Ai(u) and Y∞(z, u) can be continued analytically to global mero-
morphic functions on the universal coverings of
Cl
3\{diags} := {(u1, u2, u3) ∈ Cl 3 | ui 6= uj for i 6= j} ,
and {




The proof can be found, for example, in [Mal], [Miwa], [Sib]. We recall the theorem
of solvability of the inverse problem of the monodromy (see [Dek]):
Theorem 1.2. Given three arbitrary matrices, satisfying (1.7) and (1.8), withM∞ of the




3) ∈ Cl 3\{diags}, for any neighborhood U of
u0, there exist (u1, u2, u3) ∈ U and a Fuchsian system of the form (1.1), with the given
monodromy matrices, the given µ and with poles in u1, u2, u3.
Remark 1.1. Fuchsian systems of the form (1.1), with coefficients Ai satisfying (1.2),
depend on four parameters, one of them being µ. The triples of the monodromy matrices
satisfying (1.7) and (1.8), with M∞ of the form (1.4), depend on four parameters too.
Loosely speaking, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 claim that, not only the monodromy matrices
are first integrals for the equations of isomonodromy deformation (1.14), but they provide
1 Observe that the basis γ1, γ2, γ3 of pi1
(
Cl \{u1, u2, u3,∞},∞
)
varies continuously with
small variations of u1, u2, u3. This new basis is homotopic to the initial one, so we can
identify them.
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a full system of first integrals for such equations. We denote A(u1, u2, u3;M1,M2,M3)
the solution of the Schlesinger equations locally uniquelly determined by the triple of
monodromy matrices (M1,M2,M3).
All the above arguments remain valid for a general 2 × 2 Fuchsian system, provided
the non-resonancy condition of the eigenvalues of Ai and A∞.
Remark 1.2. We observe that the isomonodromy deformations equations preserve the
connection matrices Ci too. This follows from Lemma 1.1.
1.1.3. Reduction to the PVIµ equation. Let us now explain, following [JMU], how
to reduce the Schlesinger equations (1.14) to the PVIµ equation. The Schlesinger equations
are invariant with respect to the gauge transformations of the form:
Ai 7→ D−1AiD, i = 1, 2, 3, for any D diagonal matrix.
First of all we have to factor out such gauge transformations; to this aim, we introduce
two coordinates (p, q) on the quotient of the space of the matrices satisfying (1.2) with
respect to the equivalence relation
Ai ∼ D−1AiD, i = 1, 2, 3, for any D diagonal matrix. (1.15)
The coordinates (p, q) are defined as follows: q is the root of the following linear equation:
[A(q; u1, u2, u3)]12 = 0,
and p is given by:
p = [A(q; u1, u2, u3)]11,
where A(z; u1, u2, u3) is given in (1.13). The matrices Ai are expressed rationally in terms
of the coordinates (p, q) and an auxiliary coordinate k, coming from the gauge freedom
(1.15):




P (q)p2 + 2µ P (q)
q − ui p+ µ














P (q)p2 + 2µ P (q)
q − ui p+ µ









for i = 1, 2, 3, where P (z) = (z − u1)(z − u2)(z − u3) and P ′(z) = dPdz . The Schlesinger














′(q)p2 + (2q + ui −
∑





for i = 1, 2, 3. The system of the reduced Schlesinger equations (1.17) is invariant under
the transformations of the form
ui 7→ aui + b, q 7→ aq + b, p 7→ p
a
, ∀a, b ∈ Cl , a 6= 0.
We introduce the following new invariant variables:
x =
u2 − u1
u3 − u1 ,
y =
q − u1
u3 − u1 ;
(1.18)
the system (1.17), expressed in the these new variables, reduces to the PVIµ equation for
y(x).
Remark 1.3. The system (1.17) admits the following singular solutions (see [Ok1] and
[Wat]):
q ≡ ui for some i,
and p, in the variable x, can be expressed via Gauss hypergeometric functions (see [Ok1]).
Moreover the monodromy group of the system (1.1) reduces to the monodromy group of
the Gauss hypergeometric equation, namely the following lemma holds true:
Lemma 1.3. The solutions of the full Schlesinger equations, corresponding to the solution
q ≡ ui, for some i, have the form:
Ai(u) ≡ 0, and for j 6= i Aj(u) = D(u)−1A0jD(u),
where D(u) is a diagonal matrix depending on u, and A0j is a constant matrix. The
monodromy matrix Mi of the corresponding Fuchsian system turns out to be the identity.
Conversely, if one of the monodromy matricesMi is the identity,Mi = 1, then the solution
of (1.17) is degenerate.
Proof. The matrix Ai, for q ≡ ui, is identically 0, thanks to (1.16). Having Ai ≡ 0, Mi is
1. Conversely, if Mi = 1, then Ai ≡ 0. Solving the Schlesinger equations (1.13), we obtain
q ≡ ui, and the equation for p is reduced to a Gauss hypergeometric equation. QED
The singular solutions do not give any solution of the PVIµ equation. All the other
solutions do, via (1.18). Conversely, starting from any solution y(x) of PVIµ, we arrive at
the solution:


















of the reduced Schlesinger equations (1.17). To obtain a solution of the full Schlesinger
equations, the function k must be given by a quadrature:
∂k
∂ui
= (2µ− 1) q − ui
P ′(ui)
.
We conclude this section summarizing all the above results in the following:
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Theorem 1.3. The branches of solutions of the PVIµ equation near a given point x0 ∈
Cl \{0, 1,∞}, are in one-to-one correspondence with the triples of the monodromy matrices
M1, M2, M3 satisfying (1.7) and (1.8), with M∞ of the form (1.4), none of them being
equal to 1, considered modulo diagonal conjugations.
Remark 1.4. A triple of 2 × 2 matrices M1,M2,M3 ∈ SL(2;Cl ), considered modulo
conjugations, is a point ρ of the space of representations
ρ : F3 → SL(2;Cl )
of the free group F3 with three generators γ1, γ2, γ3, specified by
Mi = ρ(γi), i = 1, 2, 3.
In the general case, i.e. with the matrices Ai and A∞ not necassarly of the form (1.2), the
corresponding solution (p, q) of the reduced Schlesinger equations will be denoted
p = p(u1, u2, u3; ρ), q = q(u1, u2, u3; ρ).
It is locally uniquelly specified by the representation ρ, provided the non-resonancy con-
dition of the eigenvalues of Ai and A∞.
1.2. The structure of the analytic continuation.
We parameterized branches of the solutions of PVIµ by triples of monodromy matrices.
Now we show how do these parameters change with a change of the branch in the process
of analytic continuation of the solutions along a path in Cl \{0, 1,∞}. Recall that, as it
follows from Theorem 1.1, the solutions of PVIµ, defined in a neighborhood of a given point
x0 ∈ Cl \{0, 1,∞}, can be analytically continued to a meromorphic function on the universal
covering of Cl \{0, 1,∞} (the above mentioned Painleve´ Property). The fundamental group
pi1
(
Cl \{0, 1,∞}) is non-abelian. As a consequence, the global structure of the analytic
continuation of the solutions of PVI is more involved than that of the other Painleve´
equations. In fact the solutions of PI,..., PV have at most two critical singularities and the
corresponding fundamental group is abelian.
As a first step we introduce a parameterization of the monodromy matrices.
1.2.1. The parameterization of the monodromy data Let M1, M2 and M3 be
three linear operatorsMi : Cl 2 → Cl 2 satisfying (1.7). We introduce for them a parameter-
ization which will be useful for studying the analytic continuation of the solutions of the
PVIµ equation.
Lemma 1.4. If M1, M2 are such that
Tr(M1M2) 6= 2,
















2− Tr(M1M2); when M1, M2 are such that Tr(M1M2) = 2, they have
a common eigenvector, and then there exists a basis in Cl 2 such that, in this basis, the
matrices M1, M2 are both upper-triangular.
Proof. Due to the (1.7), there exist two vectors e1 and e2 such that
M1e1 = e1, M2e2 = e2.
We now prove that these two vectors are linearly dependent if and only if Tr(M1M2) = 2.
In fact if the two vectors are linearly dependent, then we can find a linear independent
vector e′2 such that, in the basis (e1, e
′












so Tr(M1M2) = 2. Conversely, in the basis (e1, e
′





Tr(M1M2) = 2, eigenv(M2) = 1,





. Then, the two vectors e1
and e2 are linearly dependent. As a consequence, if Tr(M1M2) 6= 2, the two vectors e1













with Tr(M1M2) = 2 + λ1λ2. Rescaling the basic vectors (e1, e2), we obtain the (1.19).
QED
Lemma 1.5. Let M1, M2, M3 satisfy also the condition (1.8) withM∞ given by (1.4),
and 2µ 6∈ Z . Then the following statements are true:
i) If two of the following numbers
Tr(M1M2), Tr(M1M3), Tr(M3M2)
are equal to 2, then one of the matrices of Mi is equal to one.
ii) If Tr(M1M2) 6= 2, then there exists a basis in Cl 2 such that, in this basis, the matrices































3 − x1x2x3 = 4 sin2 piµ. (1.21)






3 satisfying (1.8), with none of







respectively, then these triples are conjugated
Mi = T
−1M ′iT




3) is equal to the triple
(x1, x2, x3), up to the change of the sign of two of the coordinates.
Proof.
i) Let us assume that
Tr(M1M2) = 2, Tr(M1M3) = 2.
Let e1 and e3 be the common eigenvectors ofM1,M2 andM1,M3 respectively, (see
Lemma 1.4). If M1 6= 1, then the eigenvectors e1 and e3 coincide. Then we can find
a linear independent vector e′2 such that, in the basis (e1, e
′
2) the matrices of M1, M2,






, i = 1, 2, 3.
Then
Tr(M3M2M1)1Tr(M∞) = 2.
This contradicts the assumption 2µ 6∈ Z .
ii) Let us choose the basis such that, according to Lemma 1.4, the matricesM1, M2 have
the form (1.19). Solving the equations
Tr(M3M2) = 2− x22, Tr(M1M3) = 2− x23,
we arrive at the formula (1.20). The (1.21) is obtained by straightforward computa-
tions from
Tr(M3M2M1) = 2 cos 2piµ.









with some invertible matrix T if and only if they are the matrices of the same operators
M1,M2,M3, written in different bases. Since the traces do not depend on the choice





, i = 1, 2, 3.
According to the proof of Lemma 1.4, the basis (e1, e2) is uniquely determined up
to changes of sign. A change of sign e1 7→ −e1 corresponds to the change of sign
x1 7→ −x1; then the form of the matrix M3 is preserved if and only if we change one
of the signs of x2 or x3. QED
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Remark 1.5. The matrices (1.20) have a simple geometrical meaning. Let us consider
the three-dimensional linear space with a basis (e1, e2, e3) and with a skew-symmetric
bilinear form {·, ·} such that
{e1, e2} = x1, {e1, e3} = x3, {e2, e3} = x2.
Let us consider the reflections R1, R2, R3 in this space, with respect to the hyperplanes
skew-orthogonal to the basic vectors:
Ri(x) = x− {ei, x}ei, i = 1, 2, 3.
The reflections have a one-dimensional invariant subspace, namely the kernel of the bilinear
form. The matrices of the reflections acting on the quotient are the (1.20).
Definition. A triple (x1, x2, x3) is called admissible if it has at most one coordinate equal
to zero. Two such triples are called equivalent if they are equal up to the change of two
signs of the coordinates.
Observe that for an admissible triple (x1, x2, x3) none of the matrices (1.20) is equal
to the identity. So the admissible triples correspond to the non-singular solutions of the
reduced Schlesinger equations (1.17). Moreover, two equivalent triples generate the same
solution. We can summarize the above results in the following:
Theorem 1.4. The branches of solutions of the PVIµ equation near a given point x0 ∈
Cl \{0, 1,∞} are in one-to-one correspondence with the equivalence classes of the admissible
triples satisfying (1.21).
Proof. Starting from a solution of PVIµ we obtain the monodromy matrices satisfying
(1.7). None of them is equal to the identity. So the canonical form (1.20) of M1,M2,M3 is
determined uniquely up to a choice of the admissible triple (x1, x2, x3) within the equiva-
lence class. Conversely, given an admissible triple (x1, x2, x3) satisfying (1.21), we obtain
the matrices M1,M2,M3 of the form (1.20). The matrix M3M2M1 is diagonalizable with
the eigenvalues exp(±2piiµ) (here we use the non-resonance condition 2µ 6∈ Z ). Reducing








we obtain the monodromy matrices TMiT
−1 satisfying (1.7) and thus specifying a branch
of the solution of PVIµ.
1.2.2. Monodromy data and symmetries of PVIµ. The Painleve´ VI equation pos-
sesses a rich family of symmetries, i. e. transformations of the dependent and independent
variables (y, x), and also of the parameters, that preserve the shape of the equation. The
theory of these symmetries, and its applications to the construction of particular solutions,
was developed in [Ok]. Here we list the symmetries which preserve our PVIµ and compute
their action on the monodromy data.
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First of all we observe that the trivial symmetry µ 7→ 1 − µ preserves the Painleve’
equation, i.e. PVIµ = PVI(1− µ), so it maps the solutions y(x) in themselves.
Then we consider the permutations of the poles u1, u2, u3 which generate the action
of the symmetric group S3 on the solutions y(x). In particular the involution








i2 : u1 ↔ u3,
produces the transformation
x 7→ 1− x, y 7→ 1− y. (1.23)
Both these transformations clearly preserve the equation PVIµ.
Let us compute the action of these symmetries on the monodromy data. The only
thing that changes is the basis in the fundamental group pi1(Cl \{u1, u2, u3,∞}). In fact,
the cuts pi1, pi2, pi3 along which we take our basis γ1, γ2, γ3, are ordered according to the







shown in figure 2.
u’ u’u == 1u’u u =1
γ
,















3 obtained by the action of i1.
This new basis has the following form







As a consequence the new monodromy matrices are






















3 obtained by the action of i2.
For the second transformation i2, the basis of the new loops is shown in figure 3.
It has the following form











The new monodromy matrices are











Lemma 1.6. In the coordinates (x1, x2, x3) on the space of the monodromy matrices, the
action of the symmetries i1, i2 is given by the formulae
i1 : (x1, x2, x3) 7→ (x3 − x1x2,−x2, x1), i2 : (x1, x2, x3) 7→ (−x2,−x1, x1x2 − x3).
The proof is straightforward.
The last symmetry is more complicated because it changes the value of the parameter
µ, i.e. µ 7→ −µ, or equivalently µ 7→ 1 + µ as it follows form the fact that PVI(−µ) =
PVI(1 + µ). This simmetry comes from the following simultaneous conjugation of the
coefficients of the Fuchsian system:
Ai → ΣAiΣ,
where








Using the parameterization (1.16) of the matrices A1, A2, A3 by the coordinates (p, q), we
arrive at the following
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′)2 + p1y′ + p2
)2





p1 = 2x(x− 1)(y − 1)[2µ(y − x)− y]
p2 = y(y − 1)[y(y − 1)− 4µ(y − 1)(y − x) + 4µ2(y − x)(y − x− 1)]
q0 = x
4(x− 1)4
q1 = −4x3(x− 1)3y(y − 1)
q2 = 2x
2(x− 1)2y(y − 1)[3y(y − 1) + 4µ2(y − x)(1 + x− 3y)]
q3 = 4x(x− 1)y2(y − 1)2[−y(y − 1)− 16µ3(y − x)2 + 4µ2(y − x)(3y − x− 1)]
q4 = y
2(y − 1)2{y2(y − 1)2 + 64µ3y(y − 1)(y − x)2 − 8µ2y(y − 1)(y − x)(3y − x− 1)+
+ 16µ4(y − x)2[(x− 1)2 + y(2 + 2x− 3y)]}
,
(1.25)
transforms solutions of PVIµ to solutions of PVI(−µ). The class of equivalence of the
monodromy data (x1, x2, x3) does not change under such a symmetry.




3 have the form
M ′i = ΣMiΣ, i = 1, 2, 3.
Then, the canonical form (1.20) of the monodromy operators does not change. QED
Other symmetries are superpositions of (1.24) with the trivial one µ → 1− µ. Using
these symmetries, one can transform PVIµ to PVIµ′ , with µ
′ = ±µ + n for an arbitrary
integer n.
Remark 1.6. One can show that the above symmetries, and their superpositions, ex-
haust all the birational transformations preserving our one-parameter family of PVI equa-
tions. We will not do it here (see [Ok]). It is important, however, that these symmetries
preserve the class of algebraic solutions of PVIµ. We will classify all the algebraic solutions
modulo the above symmetries.
Remark 1.7. It is not difficult to show that the denominator of the formula (1.24) does
not vanish identically for any solution of PVIµ, with 2µ 6∈ Z . Indeed, eliminating yxx and



























y(y − 1)(y − x)
x2(x− 1)2
[





Q(yx, y, x, µ) =0,
d
dx
Q(yx, y, x, µ) =0,
where Q is the denominator, the resultant equation
(2µ+ 1)4µ16
[
x(x− 1)2]4 [y(y − 1)(y − x)]4
never vanishes.
1.2.3. The analytic continuation of the solutions of PVIµ and the braid group
B3. In this subsection, we describe the procedure of the analytic continuation towards an
action of the braid group on the admissible triples (x1, x2, x3) parameterizing the branches
of the solutions of PVIµ.
According to Theorem 1.1, any solution of the Schlesinger equations can be continued










3) along a path




i , and ui(1) = u
1
i ,
provided that the end-points are not the poles of the solution. The result of the analytic
continuation depends only on the homotopy class of the path in Cl 3\{diags}. Particularly,




3) one has to
compute the results of the analytic continuation along any homotopy class of closed loops










3), is uniquely determined by the monodromy matricesM1,M2 andM3, computed
in the basis γ1, γ2, γ3. Continuing analytically this solution along the loop β, we arrive
at another branch of the same solution near u0. This new branch is specified, according




3 , computed in the





The fundamental group pi1
(
Cl
3\{diags}; u0) is isomorphic to the pure (or unper-
muted) braid group, P3 with three strings (see [Bir]); this is a subgroup of the full braid
group B3. The full braid group is isomorphic to the fundamental group of the same space





S3 being the symmetric group acting by permutations of the coordinates (u1, u2, u3). Any
loop in B3 has the form





i , ui(1) = u
0
p(i),
where p is a permutation of {1, 2, 3}. The elements of the subgroup P3 of pure braids are
specified by the condition p = id.
To simplify the computations we extend the procedure of the analytic continuation to
the full braid group




For a generic braid β ∈ B3, the new monodromy matrices describe the superposition of
the analytic continuation and of the permutation
ui 7→ up(i), Ai 7→ Ap(i). (1.26)
The braid group B3 admits a presentation with generators β1 and β2 and the defining
relation
β1β2β1 = β2β1β2.
The generators β1 and β2 are shown in the figure 4.
β
u u u u u u
β
1 2 3 1 2 3
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Fig.4. The generators of the braid group B3.


















Proof. Changing the positions of the points u1 and u2 by the braid β1, the basis of the




3 shown in the figure 5.
















Fig.5. The new loops γ′i obtained under the action of the braid β1.
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Thanks to the fact that we deal with isomonodromy deformations, the monodromy






3 are the same Mi,
up to the reordering:





We want to compute the monodromy matrices with respect to the old basis γ1, γ2, γ3. To
this aim we notice the following obvious relation in the fundamental group:
γ1 = γ
′





1, γ3 = γ
′
3.
Using this relations and the (1.29), we immediately obtain the (1.27). Similarly the defor-
mation of the basis of the fundamental group corresponding to the braid β2 is shown in
the figure 6.









Fig.6. The new loops γ′i obtained under the action of the braid β2.
Here we have the permutation







and the relations in the fundamental group:
γ1 = γ
′
1, γ2 = γ
′






From this we obtain the (1.28) and the lemma is proved. QED
The action (1.27), (1.28) of the braid group on the triples of monodromy matrices
commutes with the diagonal conjugation of them. As a consequence this action not only
describes the structure of the analytic continuation of the solutions of the Schlesinger
equations (1.14), but also of the reduced ones (1.17). Moreover, the class of the singular
solutions is closed under this analytic continuation. In fact if some of the matrices Mi is
equal to 1 then for any β there is a j such that Mβj = 1. As a consequence the following
lemma holds true:
Lemma 1.9. The structure of the analytic continuation of the solutions of the PVIµ
equation is determined by the action (1.27), (1.28) of the braid group on the triples of
monodromy matrices.
Our next step is to rewrite the action (1.27), (1.28) of the braid group in the coordi-
nates (x1, x2, x3) in the space of the monodromy data. This is given by the following
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Lemma 1.10. In the coordinates (x1, x2, x3), the action (1.27), (1.28) of the braid group
is given by the formulae:
β1 : (x1, x2, x3) 7→ (−x1, x3 − x1x2, x2),
β2 : (x1, x2, x3) 7→ (x3,−x2, x1 − x2x3).
(1.30)
Proof. The above formulae are obtained by straightforward computations from (1.27),
(1.28) by means of the parameterization of the monodromy matrices (1.20).
We can summarize the results of this section in the following:
Theorem 1.5. The structure of the analytic continuation of the solutions of the PVIµ
equation is determined by the action (1.30) of the braid group on the triples (x1, x2, x3).
Remark 1.8. It is easy to see that the braid (β1β2)
3 acts trivially on the monodromy
data. This braid is the generator of the center of B3 (see [Bir]). The quotient
B3/center ≃ PSL(2;Z )
coincides with the mapping class group of the complex plane with three punctures [Bir].
Also in the general case, the structure of analytic continuation of solutions of PVI equation
is described by the following natural action ρ → ρβ of the mapping class group on the
representation space (see remark 1.4)
ρβ(γ) = ρ(β−1⋆ (γ)) (1.31)
where
γ ∈ F3 ≃ pi1
(
Cl \{u1, u2, u3,∞},∞
)
,
β : Cl \{u1, u2, u3,∞} → Cl \{u1, u2, u3,∞}, β(∞) =∞
is a homeomorphism, and
ρ : F3 → SL(2;Cl ).
Our action (1.30) is obtained restricting (1.31) onto the subspace of representations of
the form (1.7). The problem of selection of algebraic solutions of Painleve´ VI (see below)
with generic values of the parameters α, β, γ, δ can be reduced to the classification of finite
orbits of the action (1.31).
1.3. Monodromy data and algebraic solutions of the PVIµ equation.
1.3.1. A preliminary discussion on the algebraic solutions of the PVIµ equation
and their monodromy data. Here we state some necessary condition for the triples
(x1, x2, x3) to generate the algebraic solutions.
Definition. A solution y(x) is called algebraic if there exists a polynomial in two variables
such that
F (x, y(x)) ≡ 0.
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If y(x) is an algebraic solution then the correspondent solution p(u), q(u), u =
(u1, u2, u3) of the reduced Schlesinger equations (1.17) is also algebraic. According to
Theorem 1.1, the solutions of the reduced Schlesinger equations (1.17) can ramify only on
the diagonals u1 = u2, u1 = u3, u3 = u2. Analogously the ramification points of y(x) are
allowed to lie only at 0, 1, ∞.
We now characterize the monodromy data such that the correspondent solution of the
PVIµ equation is algebraic.
Lemma 1.11. A necessary and sufficient condition for a solution of PVIµ to be algebraic
is that the correspondent monodromy matrices, defined modulo diagonal conjugations,
have a finite orbit under the action of the braid group (1.27), (1.28).
Proof. By definition, any algebraic function has a finite number of branches. Allowing also





β ∈ B3 up to diagonal conjugations. QED
Corollary 1.2. An admissible triple (x1, x2, x3) specifies an algebraic solution of PVIµ,
with 2µ 6∈ Z , if and only if it satisfies (1.21) and its orbit, under the action (1.30) of the
braid group, is finite.
Remark 1.9. We stress that the action (1.30) preserves the relation (1.21).
In this way, the problem of the classification of all the algebraic solutions of the PVIµ
reduces to the problem of the classification of all the finite orbits of the action (1.30) under
the braid group in the three dimensional space (see [Dub], appendix F). Here we give a
simple necessary condition for a triple (x1, x2, x3) to belong to a finite orbit.
Lemma 1.12. Let (x1, x2, x3) be a triple belonging to a finite orbit. Then:
xi = −2 cospiri, ri ∈ Q, 0 ≤ ri ≤ 1, i = 1, 2, 3. (1.32)
Here Q is the set of rational numbers.
Proof. Let us prove the statement for, say, the coordinate x1. Consider the transformation
β21 : (x1, x2, x3) 7→ (x1, x2 + x1x3 − x21x2, x3 − x1x2),




If x1 = 2, we put r1 = 1; otherwise we reduce the quadratic form to the principal axes,










In these new coordinates the preserved quadratic form becomes a sum of squares and the
transformation β21 is a rotation by the angle pi + 2α, where α is such that x1 = −2 cosα.
26
To have a finite orbit of (x˜2, x˜2) under the iterations of β
2
1 , the angle α must be a rational
multiple of pi. In this way the statement for x1 is proved. To prove it for x2 and x3 we





Remark 1.10. Thanks to the above lemma, for the finite orbits of the braid group,
it is equivalent to deal with the triples (x1, x2, x3), or with the triangles with angles
(pir1, pir2, pir3), with xi = −2 cospiri and 0 ≤ ri ≤ 1 (we may assume, changing if necessary





3 − x1x2x3 − 4
is greater than 0 if and only if the triangle (r1, r2, r3) is hyperbolic, namely
∑
ri < 1; it is
equal to 0, if and only if the triangle (r1, r2, r3) is flat, namely
∑
ri = 1, and it is less than
0 if and only if the triangle (r1, r2, r3) is spherical, namely
∑
ri > 1. Thanks to (1.21), a
flat triangle gives a resonant value of µ, and it is thus forbidden.
1.3.2. Classification of the triples (x1, x2, x3) corresponding to the algebraic
solutions. We deal with the classification of all the finite orbits of the triples (x1, x2, x3)
of the form (1.32), with at most3 one ri being equal to
1
2
. According to Lemma 1.12, any
point of these B3-orbits must have the same form (1.32). This condition is crucial in the
classification.
Definition. We say that an admissible triple (x1, x2, x3) is good if for any braid β ∈ B3
one has
β(x1, x2, x3) = (−2 cospirβ1 ,−2 cospirβ2 ,−2 cospirβ3 ),
with some rational numbers 0 ≤ rβi ≤ 1.











































All these orbits are finite and pairwise distinct. They contain all the permutations of the




















































































respectively, together with all their permutations.
Corollary 1.3. There are five finite orbits of the action (1.30) of the braid group on the





3 − x1x2x3 6= 4.
The lengths of the orbits (1.33), (1.34), (1.35), (1.36) and (1.37), are equal to 4, 9, 10, 10
and 18 respectively.
Remark 1.11. The action of the pure braid group P3 on the above orbits gives the same
orbits for any of them but (1.34). The orbit (1.34), under the action of the pure braid
group P3, splits into three different orbits of three points. So the P3-orbit (1.33) has four
points, the three P3-orbits (1.34) have three points each, (1.35) and (1.36) have ten points
each and (1.37) has eighteen points. These orbits give rise to all the algebraic solutions of
the PVIµ equation, for µ is given by (1.21). The number of the points of each orbit with
respect to the action of P3 coincides with the number of the branches of the correspondent
algebraic solution.
Proof of Theorem 1.6. The braid group acting on the classes of triples (x1, x2, x3), is
generated by the braid β1 and by the cyclic permutation:
(x1, x2, x3) 7→ (x3, x1, x2).
As a consequence it suffices to study the operator:
(xi, xj , xk) 7→ (−xi, xj, xk − xixj),
up to cyclic permutations. This transformation works on the triangles with angles piri,
pirj, pirk as follows:
(ri, rj, rk) 7→ (1− ri, rj, r′k), (1.38)
where r′k is such that:
cospir′k = cospirk + 2 cospiri cospirj. (1.39)
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The first step is to classify all the rational triples (ri, rj , rk) such that r
′
k, defined by (1.39)
is a rational number, 1 > r′k > 0, for every choice of i 6= j 6= k 6= i, i, j, k = 1, 2, 3.
Equivalently we want to classify all the rational solutions of the following equation:
cospirk + cospi(ri + rj) + cospi(ri − rj) + cospi(1− r′k) = 0,
or all the rational quadruples (ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3, ϕ4) such that:
cos 2piϕ1 + cos 2piϕ2 + cos 2piϕ3 + cos 2piϕ4 = 0, (1.40)
where the ϕi are related with the ri by the following relations:










Such a classification is given by the following:
Lemma 1.13. The only rational solutions (ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3, ϕ4), 0 ≤ ϕi < 1, considered up to
permutations and up to transformations ϕi → 1−ϕi, of the equation (1.40) consist of the










































and of the following “trivial” ones, of three types:





































where ϕ is any rational number 0 ≤ ϕ < 1.


































where ϕ is any rational number 0 ≤ ϕ < 1.
(f): cos 2piϕ1 + cos 2piϕ2 = 0, cos 2piϕ3 + cos 2piϕ4 = 0. The solutions are obvious
ϕ2 = |1/2− ϕ1|, ϕ4 = |1/2− ϕ3|,
where ϕ1, ϕ3 are two arbitrary rational numbers 0 ≤ ϕi < 1.
Proof. We follow the idea of Gordan [Gor] (see also [Cro]). In this proof we use the same





where dk, nk are either positive coprime integers, dk > nk, or nk = 0. Let
p be the largest prime which is a divisor of d1, d2, d3, or d4 and let δk, lk, ck, νk be the
integers such that
dk = δkp
lk and nk = ckδk + νkp
lk ,





















if ck 6= 0
cos 2piϕk if ck = 0



















= 0. Let us introduce the
polynomial
P (x) = 1 + xp
l1−1
+ x2p
l1−1 · · ·x(p−1)pl1−1 .













= 0 and ii) P (x) is irreducible in the ring of polynomials with rational
coefficients. A stronger result was proved by Kronecker (see [Kr]): the polynomial P (x)
remains irreducible over any extension of the form Q(ζ1, · · · , ζn), where ζi is a root of the
unity of the order coprime with p. As a consequence, the following lemma holds true (see
[Gor])





where Ut(x) contains those terms of U(x) of the form bx





every Ut(x) is divisible by P (x).
We now apply this lemma in our case. The indices of the powers of x are:
c1, p
l1 − c1, c2pl1−l2 , pl1 − c2pl1−l2 , c3pl1−l3 , pl1 − c3pl1−l3 , c4pl1−l4 , pl1 − c4pl1−l4 .
If all the following conditions are satisfied:
l1, l2, l3 > 1, l1 > l2, l3, l4, l2 > l3, l4, l3 > l4, l4 > 0,
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and there is no solution of (1.40).
So we have to study the cases in which one of them is violated.
1): l1 = 1 ≥ l2 ≥ l3 ≥ l4. In this case, since the degree of U(x) is less than p, and the
degree of P (x) is p − 1, being U(x) divisible by P (x), we must have U(x) = mP (x), for
some constant m. There are four possibilities:
1.1) : l1 = l2 = l3 = l4 = 1 then U(0) = 0 and P(0)=1. Then m = 0 and U(x) ≡ 0;
moreover if the sum of two (three) terms representing two (three) of the functions gk
vanishes, then the sum of the two (three) functions vanishes. As a consequence there
are only the following possibilities:
1.1.1) : gi = −gj and gk = −gl for some distinct i, j, k, l = 1, · · ·4. This gives rise to the
trivial case (f).
1.1.2) : gl = 0 for some l = 1, · · ·4; this is the trivial case (d).
1.1.3) : U(x) contains only two powers of x. If b1, · · · , b4 are the coefficients if one of the
powers xc, then:













namely b1, · · · , b4 are the solutions of the following biquadratic equation:
z4 + (b1b2 + b1b3 + b1b4 + b2b3 + b2b4 + b3b4)z
2 + b1b2b3b4 = 0.









= 0, for some
distinct i, j, k, l = 1, · · · , 4. Then this case reduces to the trivial case (f).
1.2) l1 = l2 = l3 = 1, l4 = 0; then U(0) = cos 2piϕ4 and then U(x) = cos 2piϕ4P (x), where
P (x) is a polynomial with p powers of x. Since in U we have at most 7 powers and p
must be prime, then p can only be equal to 2, 3, 5, 7.
1.2.1) Case p = 2. Since p is the largest prime in d1, · · · , d4, we must have d1 = d2 = d3 =
d4 = 2 and δk = 1. Then νk = 0, ck = 1 and this provides no solution.






































In both the case one can show that there are no solutions. In fact, for example, in the
first case one has to solve the following equations:
2 cos 2piϕ4 = cos 2pif1 + cos 2pif2 + cos 2pif3, sin 2pif1 + sin 2pif2 + sin 2pif3 = 0.
Using the classification of all the possible rational solution (d.1), (d.2), (d.3) of the
case (d), one can show that there are no solutions.
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e±2πifj = cos 2piϕ4,










Following the same computations of [Cro] we obtain the two solutions (a) and (b).


















e−2πif3 = cos 2piϕ4,
which has the following solutions:
f1 = f2 = f3 = 0 and ϕ4 =
1
6







This gives the solution (c).
1.3) l1 = l2 = 1 and l3 = l4 = 0. Then U(x) = (cos 2piϕ3 + cos 2piϕ4)P (x); again in U we
have at most 5 powers and then p = 2, 3, 5. The case p = 2 is treated as in [Cro];

























e2πif2 = cos 2piϕ3 + cos 2piϕ4.
In the former case, for f1 = f2, with cos 2pif2 = cos 2piϕ3 + cos 2piϕ4 and this gives
again the solution (b). The latter case is equivalent.












e−2πif2 = cos 2piϕ3 + cos 2piϕ4,
which gives f1 = f2 = 0 or f1 = f2 =
1
2 . We treat the former case (the latter is
equivalent); then cos 2piϕ3 + cos 2piϕ4 =
1
2
and we can show that this case reduces to
the trivial solutions (d) and (e).
1.4) l1 = 1 and l2 = l3 = l4 = 0. In this case, as in [Cro], there is no solution, but the
trivial one (d).
2) l1 ≥ 2, l1 ≥ l2, l3, l4. This case can be treated as the analogous one in [Cro]. This
concludes the proof of Lemma 1.13. QED
We now use the above lemma to classify all the triangles which correspond to good
triples. Every quadruple generates twelve triangles. In fact, given a solution (ϕ1, · · · , ϕ4)
we have six ways to choose the pair (ϕi, ϕj) such that
cos 2piϕi + cos 2piϕj = 2 cospi(ϕi + ϕj) cospi(ϕi − ϕj).
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Chosen the pair (ϕi, ϕj), we have two ways for choosing ϕk, in order to have the triangle
(2ϕk, ϕi + ϕj , |ϕi − ϕj |) . (1.42)
The remaining ϕl is, by definition, such that the above triangle is mapped, by the braid
(1.38), to:
(|ϕi − ϕj |, |1− ϕi − ϕj |, |1− 2ϕl|) .
Let us analyze all the triangles generated by the solutions of the equation (1.40), and keep
the good ones, namely the ones for which the new r′k, given by (1.39), is rational for every
i, j, k, cyclic permutation of 1, 2, 3.
In order to do this, observe that if there exists a permutation p such that the triple
(rp(1), rp(2), rp(3)) gives via (1.41) values of ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3 such that there is not any rational ϕ4
such that ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3, ϕ4 satisfy (1.40), then (r1, r2, r3) is not a good triple. In fact, every
permutation p is generated by ciclic permutations and the permutation p23 : (r1, r2, r3)→
(r1, r3, r2). Cyclic permutations are elements of the braid group, so the statement is
obvious for them. For p23, the statement is a trivial consequence of the fact that the
triples (r1, r2, r3) and (r1, r3, r2) give via (1.41) the same values of ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3.
So we will exclude all the triangles (r1, r2, r3) for which there exists at least a permu-
tation that gives rise to values of (ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3) for which rational solutions ϕ4 of (1.40) do
not exist.

























































































































































belong to the orbit (1.37). The above values suitably permuted, except the (1.43), give















































































































there isn’t any rational number ϕ4 such that any of the quadruples build with these triples
and ϕ4 is in the class described by Lemma 1.13.
























































































































































of the orbit (1.37). As before one can show that if (r1, r2, r3) is one of the above values,
except the (1.44), then there exists a permutation such that the r′k defined by (1.39) is
no-more rational. In fact we obtain for example the following values of (ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3), which














































































































































































































































As before one can show that if (r1, r2, r3) is one of the above values then there exists a
permutation such that the r′k defined by (1.39) is no more rational. In fact we obtain for


























































































































































































































































































of the orbit (1.37), which is now complete. We can again exclude all the other values of
(r1, r2, r3), with the same trick as above.
Solution (d.2). In this case we have that any of the triangles generated is equivalent to
one of the following:(

















































where ϕ is an arbitrary rational number. The last triangle is forbidden because it has two
right angles, and the first four ones are all equivalent to a flat triangle, so they are again
forbidden because they give rise to a an half-integer value of µ.


























































































































This case must be studied carefully because we have to classify the allowed values of the
rational variable ϕ in order that, applying the transformation (1.38), we obtain always
rational values.

































If we apply the braid (1.38), with ri =
2π
3 , rj = rk = 2ϕ+
1















) + 1 + cos 2piϕk = 0.
We classify the values of the allowed ϕ using the Lemma 1.13 in the case (e). We have six
possibilities for ϕ:
i) if ϕk =
1
2
, then ϕ = 11
24
. In this case we obtain, from (1.46), all the points of the orbit
(1.34).
ii) if ϕk =
1
4 , then ϕ = 0. In this case we obtain, from (1.46), all the points of the orbit
(1.33).
iii) if ϕk =
1
2 , then ϕ =
1






















We exclude them because there exists a permutation such that the r′k defined by (1.39)
is no-more rational.
















so we have to exclude it.
v) if ϕk =
1
5 , then ϕ =
1























vi) if ϕk =
2
5 , then ϕ =
13























In the same way we can study all the other triangles and show that we don’t obtain
any other value but the ones described in Theorem 1.6.


































































the first four are forbidden because there exists a permutation such that the r′k defined by
(1.39) is no-more rational. So we have to exclude them. The fifth and the sixth are points
of the orbit (1.33) and the last of (1.34).








































































, (2ϕ, ϕ, 1− ϕ) ,
They are all forbidden, the first three because they have two right angles, the next three
ones, because we can prove that necessarily ϕ = 12 , then the first has two right angles, the
second gives | cospir′k| = 3 and the last gives | cospir′k| = 2; all the others because they are
equivalent to a flat triangle.






























































































































We exclude the first six because we can show that there exists a permutation such that
the r′k defined by (1.39) is no-more rational. The seventh and the eighth give two points
of the orbit (1.36), the ninth and tenth two points of the orbit (1.39) and the last two, two
points of (1.39).
Solution (f) We have obtained all the points of all the orbits of Theorem 1.6. To show
that there are no other points we still have to examine the case (f). In this case all the




|2− ϕ1 + ϕ3|
4
,



























Applying the transformation (1.38) to the above triangles, we find that we have to solve





+ cospiϕ1 + cos 2piϕ+ 1 = 0,
cospi
|1 + ϕ1 − ϕ3|
2
+ cospi
|1− ϕ1 − ϕ3|
2







+ cos 2piϕ = 0.
We again can use Lemma 1.13 to prove that we don’t obtain any new point. Let us show




|2− ϕ1 + ϕ3|
4
,








+ cospiϕ1 + cos 2piϕ+ 1 = 0. (1.49)
Using Lemma 1.13, the possible values for ( |2−ϕ3|
2
, ϕ1, ϕ) are the (e.1), (e,2) and (e.3).
Consider the case (e.1), then the possible solutions for the pair (ϕ1, ϕ3), are













































which are all flat, and thus forbidden. Let us now consider the case (e.2). In this case we
obtain two possibilities: either ϕ3 = 0 and ϕ1 is a free parameter, or ϕ1 = 1 and ϕ1 is a
free parameter. In both the cases the triangle (1.48) is flat, and thus forbidden. Let us
now consider the last case (e.3). The possible solutions for the pair (ϕ1, ϕ3), are





































Substituting these values in (1.48), we obtain all flat angles. We can repeat the same proof
for the other two triangles in (1.47). In this way we conclude the proof of the theorem.
QED
1.4. Monodromy data and reflection groups.
We reformulate here the above parameterization of the monodromy data by classes of
equivalence of triples (x1, x2, x3) in a geometric way. Let us consider a three-dimensional
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space V with a basis (e1, e2, e3) and with a symmetric bilinear form (·, ·) given, in this
basis, by the matrix
g :=






(ei, ei) = 2, for i = 1, 2, 3, and (e1, e2) = x1, (e2, e3) = x2, (e1, e3) = x3.
Observe that the bilinear form (1.50) does not degenerate. Indeed,
det g = 8− 2(x21 + x22 + x23 − x1x2x3) = 8 cos2 piµ 6= 0,
due to the non-resonance assumption 2µ 6∈ Z . The three planes p1, p2, p3 orthogonal to
the basic vectors (e1, e2, e3) possess the following properties:
1) The normal vectors to these planes are non-isotropic (i.e. (ei, ei) 6= 0).
2) None of the planes is orthogonal to the other two.
Conversely, a three-dimensional space V with a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear
form (·, ·) and with an ordered triple of planes satisfying the above conditions, uniquely
determines the matrix g of the form (1.50), and then the monodromy data of a solution of
PVIµ.
We define three reflections R1, R2, R3 with respect to the three planes (p1, p2, p3):
Ri :
V → V
x 7→ x− (ei, x)ei
i = 1, 2, 3.
These reflection have the following matrix representation in the basis (e1, e2, e3):
R1 =

−1 −x1 −x30 1 0
0 0 1

 , R2 =

 1 0 0−x1 −1 −x2
0 0 1

 , R3 =






Let us consider the group G ⊂ O(V, (·, ·)) of the linear transformations of V , generated
by the three reflections R1, R2, R3. The matrix g will be called the Gram matrix of the
reflection group G. It determines the subgroup G ⊂ O(V, (·, ·)) uniquely. We observe
that, for an admissible triple, the group G is irreducible, namely there are no non-trivial
subspaces of V which are invariant with respect to all the transformations of G.
We conclude that the branches of the solutions of PVIµ can be parameterized by
groups G ⊂ O(3) with a marked ordered system of generating reflections R1, R2, R3. Let
us describe what happens with the triples of generators under the analytic continuation of
the solution.
We define an action of the braid group B3 on the systems of generators R1, R2, R3 of
the reflection group G:
β1 : (R1, R2, R3) 7→ (R1, R2, R3)β1 :=(R2, R2R1R2, R3),
β2 : (R1, R2, R3) 7→ (R1, R2, R3)β2 :=(R1, R3, R3R2R3),
(1.52)
where β1,2 are the standard generators of the braid group. Observe that the groups gen-
erated by the reflections (R1, R2, R3) and (R1, R2, R3)
β coincide for any β ∈ B3. In
particular the following lemma holds true:
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Lemma 1.15. For any braid β ∈ B3, the transformations β(R1, R2, R3) are reflections




3 ). The Gram




3 ) has the form:
(eβi , e
β
















3 ) = x
β
3 ,




3 ) = β(x1, x2, x3).
Proof. It is sufficient to check the statement for the generators β1,2. For β = β1:
eβ11 = e2, e
β1
2 = e1 − x1e2, eβ13 = e3,
for β = β2:
eβ21 = e1, e
β2
2 = e3, e
β2
3 = e2 − x2e3.
Computing the Gram matrix we prove the lemma. QED
1.4.1. Reflection groups and algebraic solutions Let us figure out what are the
reflection groups corresponding to the finite orbits classified in Theorem 1.6.
Theorem 1.7. The orbit (1.33) corresponds to the groupW (A3) of symmetries of regular
tetrahedron, the orbit (1.34) corresponds to the group W (B3) of symmetries of the regular
octahedron, the orbits (1.35), (1.36), (1.37) correspond to different choices of a system of
generating reflections in the group W (H3) of symmetries of icosahedron.
Proof. It is sufficient to find one point in each of the orbits (1.33), (1.34), (1.35), (1.36),
(1.37) that corresponds to a triple of symmetry planes of a regular polyhedron. To this
end, we associate to a regular polyhedron a standard triple of symmetry planes using
the following construction. Let 0 be the center of the polyhedron. Take a face of the
polyhedron and denote H the center of this face, P a vertex and Q the center of an edge of
the face passing through the vertex P . The standard triple consists of the symmetry planes
trough the points OPQ, OQH, OHP respectively. Let us compute the angles between
the planes of each regular polyhedron. It is convinient to use the Schla¨fli symbol {p, q} for
regular polyhedra (see [Cox]). In these notations, the face of the regular polyhedron {p, q}
is a regular p-gon, the vertex figure is a regular q-gon. We immediately see that the angles
between the planes of the standard triple are





























. In this way, we obtain the
triples (1.33), (1.34), (1.35). The reciprocal polyherda (i.e. cube {4, 3} and dodecaherdon
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{5, 3}) give the same angles up to permutations. As we already know, the permuted
triples of (1.34) or (1.35) belong to the same orbit. So, the standard triples of cube and
dodecahedron are B3-equivalent to those of octahedron and icosahedron respectively.
To obtain the last two orbits (1.36) and (1.37), we apply the above construction of
the standard triple to great icosahedron and dodecahedron respectively. These non convex







respectively. This means that the faces of these polyhedra are regular
triangles or pentagons, but the vertex figures are pentagrams. The above computation
gives the triples (1.36) and (1.37). Again we need not consider the reciprocal stellated
polyhedra. Theorem 1.7 is proved. QED
1.4.2. Classification of the monodromy data, second proof. We present here
another proof of Theorem 1.6, based on the idea suggested by E. B. Vinberg. We start
with the following:
Algebraic Lemma. Let (x, y, z) be an admissible triple of real numbers, satisfying the
inequalities:
x2 + y2 + z2 − xyz > 4, (1.53)
and
|x|, |y|, |z| ≤ 2. (1.54)
Then there exists a braid β ∈ B3 such that the absolute value of some of the coordinates
of β(x, y, z) is strictly greater than 2.
Before proving the lemma, we observe that we can assume, without loss of generality,
that all the coordinates of (x, y, z) are non-zero; in fact, for any admissible triple, there
exists a braid β ∈ B3 such that all the coordinates of β(x, y, z) are non-zero. Let us denote
bx, by and bz the following braids:
bx := β2, bx(x, y, z) = (z,−x, x− yz),
by := β
−1
2 β1β2, by(x, y, z) = (−y + xz,−x,−z),
bz := β1, bz(x, y, z) = (−x, z − xy, y).
Lemma 1.16. Let (x, y, z) be a triple of non-zero real numbers, satisfying
0 < |z|, |x|, |y| ≤ 2 (1.55)
and
x2 + y2 + z2 − xyz = 4 + c2, c > 0. (1.56)




bx if |x| ≤ |y|, |z|,
by if |y| ≤ |x|, |z|,
bz if |z| ≤ |x|, |y|.
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Then:
min{|x′|, |y′|, |z′|} ≥ min{|x|, |y|, |z|} (1.57)
and
|x′|+ |y′|+ |z′| ≥ |x|+ |y|+ |z|+min{z2, 2c}. (1.58)
Proof. Let us prove the lemma in the case where |z| ≤ |x|, |y| and β = bz. The other cases
can be proved in the same way. If the signs of z and of xy are opposite then
|y′| = |z|+ |xy| ≥ |z| + z2, |x′| = |x|, |z′| = |z|
and (1.57), (1.58) are proved. Let us suppose that the signs of z and of xy are the same.
Changing the triple (x, y, z) to an equivalent one, we can assume that all the coordinates
are positive. If we prove now that
2z + 2c ≤ xy, (1.59)
where c is given in (1.56), we have that |y′| = |xy − z| ≥ z + 2c and the lemma is proved.
To prove (1.59) we find the constrained minimum of the function xy on the domain D
defined by the conditions (1.55) and (1.56). The Lagrange function
F (x, y, z) := xy − λ (x2 + y2 + z2 − xyz) ,
has the local maximum at
x = y =
√
4 + c2 − z2
2− z ,
and no minimum in the interior of D. It remains to study the values of the function xy on
the boundary of D. If, say, z = y then the positive root x of the equation
x2 + 2z2 − xz2 = 4 + c2
is greater than 2. So the boundaries z = y and z = x are not reached for (x, y, z) ∈ D,
and then |z| < |x|, |y|. It remains the last boundary to be studied. If, say, y = 2, we find
x = z ± c. Since x ≥ z, then x = z + c and xy = 2(z + c); this is the minimum of the
function xy. QED
Proof of Algebraic Lemma. As observed above we can always reduce to the case where all
the coordinates (x, y, z) are non-zero. Put:
∆(x, y, z) := min
{
x2, y2, z2, 2
√
x2 + y2 + z2 − xyz − 4
}
.
Using Lemma 1.16, we can build a braid b1 such that the coordinates:
(x1, y1, z1) := b1(x, y, z)
satisfy the inequalities
min{|x1|, |y1|, |z1|} ≥ min{|x|, |y|, |z|} |x1|+|y1|+|z1| ≥ |x|+|y|+|z|+∆(x, y, z). (1.60)
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Since the quantity x2+ y2+ z2− xyz− 4 is preserved by the action of the braid group, we
obtain:
∆(x1, y1, z1) ≥ ∆(x, y, z).
If the absolute value of some of the coordinates (x1, y1, z1) is greater than 2, the lemma in
proved. Otherwise we apply again the construction of Lemma 1.16 to the triple (x1, y1, z1).
In this way we obtain a sequence of braids b1, b2, b3 · · · such that the corresponding triples
(xk+1, yk+1, zk+1) := bk+1(xk, yk, zk)
satisfy
∆(xk+1, yk+1, zk+1) ≥ ∆(xk, yk, zk).
Iterating the inequality (1.57), we obtain that
|xk|+ |yk|+ |zk| ≥ |x|+ |y|+ |z|+ k∆(x, y, z).
Hence, in a finite number of steps we build a triple such that the absolute value of at least
one of the coordinates in greater than 2. This concludes the proof of Algebraic Lemma.
QED
Corollary 1.4. For an algebraic solution of PVIµ, specified by an admissible triple xi =
−2 cos 2piri, the value of µ must be real, the strict inequalities
|xi| < 2, i = 1, 2, 3, (1.61)
hold true and the matrix g defined in (1.50) is positive definite.






3 − x1x2x3 < 4. (1.62)




3 − x1x2x3 > 4, then, according to the Algebraic Lemma the triple





3 − x1x2x3 = 4, then µ = 12 + k with k ∈ Z . This contradicts the basic
assumption 2µ 6∈ Z . Then (1.62) is satisfied and µ is a real number. Let us now prove





3 − x1x2x3 = 4 + (x2 ∓ x3)2,
and, being x2 x3 real numbers, (1.62) is violated. So, xi 6= ±2 for every i. Finally, applying
the Sylvester criterion to the matrix g, we prove that g is positive definite. In fact
detG = 8− 2(x21 + x22 + x23 − x1x2x3) > 0,






= 4− x2i > 0.
QED
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Lemma 1.17. For an algebraic solution of PVIµ the reflection group G acts in the Eu-
clidean space.
The proof immediately follows from the fact that the correspondent Grammatrix is positive
definite.
Corollary 1.5. For a good triple (x1, x2, x3) and for any braid β ∈ B3, there exists three











= 1, for i 6= j, i, j = 1, 2, 3. (1.63)







This holds true for any pair Ri and Rj . Moreover, for any braid β ∈ B3, the triple
β(x1, x2, x3) is again good, then (1.63) is proved. QED
Corollary 1.6. The set of the solutions of the PVIµ equation with a real non resonant
value of µ and real parameters (x1, x2, x3) satisfying
|xi| < 2, i = 1, 2, 3,
is invariant with respect to the analytic continuation.
Proof. Applying the Sylvester criterion to the matrix g defined in (1.50), we obtain
that g is positive definite. So the reflections R1, R2, R3 can be realized in the Euclidean
























3 ), in the same Euclidean space. Then this matrix must be positive
definite, namely x2i < 4 as we wanted to prove. QED
In the second part of this paper, we will identify the set described in Corollary 1.6
with the class of solutions of PVIµ having asymptotic behaviour of algebraic type. This
identification will be crucial in the computation of the five algebraic solutions of PVIµ we
have classified.
As we have just shown, a good triple

















3 = 1, (R1R2)
n1 = (R2R3)
n2 = (R1R3)
n3 = 1, (1.64)
in the three-dimensional Euclidean space. We denoted by G the image of this representa-





3 ) := β(R1, R2, R3),




3 . We stress that the




3 generate the same group G.
Theorem 1.8. It follows from the above property that G is an irreducible finite Coxeter
group.
Let n be the least common multiple of n1, n2 and n3. Put:




Lemma 1.18. The numbers
xi = −2 cospimi
ni
, i = 1, 2, 3,
belong to the ring K0 of integers of the field K := Q[ζ].
Recall (see [Wey]) that K is the normal extension of Q generated by ζ and K0 is the
ring of all the algebraic integer numbers of K, namely it consists of all the elements x ∈ K
satisfying an algebraic equation of the form
xk + a1x
k−1 + · · ·+ ak = 0, with ai ∈ Z .

























are the Tchebyscheff polynomials of the first kind (see [Bat]). Recall that all the coefficients
aks are integers, so xi = −2 cospimini is a polynomial of ζ with integer coefficients. Moreover










s + 2 = 0.
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∈ K0, as we wanted to prove. QED
Proof of Theorem 1.8. From the formulae (1.51) it follows that the matrices R1, R2 and
R3 are all defined over the same ring K0 of integers of K:
Ri ∈ Mat(K0, 3).
Moreover, these matrices are orthogonal with respect to g:
RTi gRi = g, (1.66)
where g is defined in (1.50). Let
Γ := Gal(K,Q)
the Galois group of K over Q, namely the group of all automorphisms
φ : K → K,
identical on Q.
For any φ ∈ Γ we denote φ(Ri) and φ(g) the matrices obtained from Ri and g by the
action
(x1, x2, x3) 7→ (φ(x1), φ(x2), φ(x3)). (1.67)
Lemma 1.19. For any φ ∈ Γ the following statements hold true:
i) detφ(g) 6= 0,
ii) The matrices φ(Ri) are orthogonal with respect to φ(g).
iii) For any β ∈ B3 the matrices φ(Ri)β satisfy the Coxeter relation (1.63).
The proof is obvious, due to the fact that any automorphism preserves all the algebraic
relations.
From the above lemma, and from Algebraic Lemma, it follows that for any φ ∈ Γ,
the real symmetric matrix φ(g) must be positive definite. We will show that this implies
that the group G is finite. Let N be the order of the Galois group Γ. We construct the
block-diagonal matrices
Ri ∈ Mat(K0, 3N), i = 1, 2, 3,
as the matrices formed by 3× 3 blocks on the diagonal, such that the j-th block is φj(Ri),
for φj ∈ Γ, j = 1, 2, · · · , N . The matrices Ri are orthogonal with respect to G, that is the
block-diagonal matrix having φj(G), for φj ∈ Γ, j = 1, 2, · · · , N , on the diagonal blocks.
We can apply Lemma 1.19 to the matricesRi to show that they satisfy the Coxeter relation
(1.63). As a consequence we obtain a representation of our reflection group G into the
orthogonal group
G→ O (K3N ,G)
Ri 7→ Ri.
(1.68)
By construction the matrices Ri preserve the sublattice
K3N0 ⊂ K3N
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of the vectors the components of which are algebraic integers of the field K. We recall
(see [Wey]) that the ring K0 of the algebraic integers of the field K, is a finite-dimensional
lattice. As a consequence, the image of the representation (1.68) is a discrete subgroup of
the orthogonal group. Since G is positive definite, the orthogonal group is compact and,
hence, G must be finite. The theorem is proved. QED
To complete the classification of the monodromy data related to the algebraic solutions
it remains to classify the objects
(G,R1, R2, R3),
where G is one of the Coxeter groups A3, B3 and H3 and (R1, R2, R3) is a triple of
generating reflections considered modulo the action (1.52) of the braid group. This can
be done by a straightforward computation of all the orbits of the triples of generating
reflections. All of them were described and classified by Schwartz (see the introduction).
We arrive again at the list of Theorem 1.6, where, as we already know, the triples (1.33)
generate the group W (A3) of the symmetries of the tetrahedron, (1.34) generate the group
W (B3) of the symmetries of the cube, while (1.35), (1.36) and (1.37) correspond to three
inequivalent triples of the generating reflections of the group W (H3).
2. GLOBAL STRUCTURE OF THE SOLUTIONS OF PAINLEVE’ VIµ HAV-
ING CRITICAL BEHAVIOUR OF ALGEBRAIC TYPE
In the first part of this paper, we found a class of solutions of PVIµ invariant with respect
to the analytic continuation. For them, the reflection group G acts in the three-dimensional
Euclidean space. Recall that the parameter µ must be real, the coordinates of the admis-
sible triples (x1, x2, x3) must be real and satisfy the inequality
−2 < xi < 2, i = 1, 2, 3.
In this second part, we prove that this class of solutions coincides with the class of the





l0 (1 +O(xε)) , as x→ 0,
1− a1(1− x)l1 (1 +O((1− x)ε)) , as x→ 1,
a∞x1−l∞
(
1 +O(x−ε)) , as x→∞,
(2.1)
where ε > 0 is small enough, the indices l0, l1, l∞ are real and the coefficients a0, a1, a∞
are some complex numbers. We compute the behaviour of any branch of these solutions
near the critical points. These results will be used to compute explicitly all the algebraic
solutions classified in the first part.
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First of all, we fix the notations. Let us choose:
u1 = 0, u2 = x, u3 = 1.
Then the Fuchsian system (1.1) reads
d
dz


























The branch cuts in Cl are the same as in Section 1.1. We call now the basic loops γ0, γx, γ1.
They are fixed as before, namely γ0, γx, γ1 play the role of the preceding γ1, γ2, γ3 (see
figure 1). The Schlesinger equations read:
d
dx
















The correspondent monodromy matrices are
M0, Mx, M1,
which play the role of the preceding M1,M2,M3 respectively. We recall that they satisfy








With the above choice of A∞, A1, Ax and A0, satisfying
detAi = 0, Tr(Ai) = 0, i = 0, 1,∞, (2.6)
the non-singular solution A(z, x) of the Schlesinger equations turns out to be related to
the solution of PVIµ in the following way (see [JMU]):
[A(y, x)]12 = 0, iff y(x) solves PVIµ, (2.7)
where y is not identically equal to 0, 1, x.
We now state the first main theorem of this second part:
48
Theorem 2.1. For any admissible triple (x0, x1, x∞), xi ∈ lR, |xi| < 2 for i = 0, 1,∞,
there exists a unique branch y(x; x0, x1, x∞) of a solution of PVIµ, with the parameter µ
satisfying the equation:




∞ − x0x1x∞, (2.8)








2ri if 0 < ri ≤ 1
2
2− 2ri if 1
2
≤ ri < 1
i = 0, 1,∞, (2.9)
with
xi = −2 cospiri, i = 0, 1,∞,
and the leading coefficients a0, a1, a∞ are single-valued functions of the equivalence class
of x0, x1, x∞ and of µ. Namely, the coefficient a0, for x0 6= 0 , is given by:
a0 =
exp(−ipiφ)
4(2µ+ l0 − 1)2













1 − 2x21 − 2x0x1x∞ + 2x2∞ + ix1sign(x0)
√
4− x20(2x∞ − x0x1)
2(x21 − x0x1x∞ + x2∞)
(2.11)






The coefficient a1 is given by the same formula with the substitution x0 ↔ x1, l0 7→ l1; a∞ is
given by the same formula too, after the substitution (x0, x1, x∞) 7→ (x∞,−x1, x0−x1x∞)
and l0 7→ l∞. Conversely any solution of the PVIµ equation, with a real value of µ, having
critical behaviour of algebraic type, can be obtained by the above construction.
Remark 2.1. The relation (2.8) determines µ up to the transformations
µ 7→ ±µ+ n, n ∈ Z .
According to the results of Section 1.2, such an ambiguity can be absorbed by the action
of a symmetry on PVIµ. Recall that these symmetries preserve the class of the algebraic
solutions.
Theorem 2.1 will be proved in Section 2.4.
2.1. Local theory of the solutions of PVIµ having critical behaviour of algebraic
type
2.1.1. Local asymptotic behaviour around 0. In this section we characterize the
local asymptotic behaviour of the solutions of PVIµ near the singular point x = 0. First of
all let us characterize the type of asymptotic behaviour that can be related to the algebraic
solutions.
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Lemma 2.1. Let y(x) be an algebraic solution of PVIµ. Then the first term of its Puiseux
series is
y(x) ∼ a0x1−σ0 as x→ 0. (2.13)
for some constant a0 6= 0 and the rational number σ0 must satisfy 0 ≤ σ0 < 1, with a0 6= 1
if σ0 = 0.







n , k0 ∈ Z , ak0 6= 0,
where n is some natural number. As a consequence, for k0 6= 0, we have the following
relation between the orders of the first and second derivative of y:







We now reduce to the common denominator the PVIµ equation and collect together all
the terms of the same order in the numerator N , using the rule (2.14). The numerator is
N =2y′2x4 − y′2x3 − y′2x5 + 2y′2x2y − 2y′x3y − 2y′2x3y + 2y′′x3y + 2y′x4y − 2y′2x4y−
− 4y′′x4y + 2y′2x5y + 2y′′x5y + xy2 − 2y′xy2 − 2x2y2 + 4µx2y2 − 4µ2x2y2+
+ 6y′x2y2 − 3y′2x2y2 − 2y′′x2y2 − 2y′x3y2 + 6y′2x3y2 + 2y′′x3y2 − 2y′x4y2−
− 3y′2x4y2 + 2y′′x4y2 − 2y′′x5y2 − 8µxy3 + 8µ2xy3 + 2y′xy3 + 4x2y3−
− 8µx2y3 + 8µ2x2y3 − 6y′x2y3 + 2y′′x2y3 + 4y′x3y3 − 4y′′x3y3 + 2y′′x4y3−
− y4 + 4µy4 − 4µ2y4 − 3xy4 + 16µxy4 − 16µ2xy4 − 2x2y4 + 4µx2y4−
− 4µ2x2y4 + 2y5 − 8µy5 + 8µ2y5 + 2xy5 − 8µxy5 + 8µ2xy5 − y6 + 4µy6 − 4µ2y6.
The first term of the Puiseux series must be chosen in order to kill the lowest term in the
numerator of the PVIµ equation. If k0 < 0, the lowest term is
−y6 + 4µy6 − 4µ2y6
which, for 2µ 6∈ Z cannot be zero for any choice of a0 6= 0. Then k0 cannot be negative. If
n ≥ k0 > 0, the lowest order term is
2x2y′2y − 2xy′y2 − 2x2y′′y2,
which is zero for any y = ak0x
k0
n . For k0 > n, the lowest order term is
−x3y′2 + 2x3y′′y + xy2,
which cannot be zero. Furthermore, for k0 = 0, the lowest order term in the numerator N
is
−a40(a0 − 1)2(2µ− 1)2
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and, due to the assumptions 2µ 6∈ Z and a0 6= 0, the only possible value of a0 is 1.
Substituting y = 1 + a1x
k1
n , we obtain that the lowest order term in the numerator N is
x
2k1
n a21(k1/n+ 1− 2µ)(k1/n− 1 + 2µ)
that is zero, for generic values of µ, only if a1 is 0. If µ =
1
2 ± k12n , we can again repeat the
procedure. The numerator will be
Nˆ =− 4µˆ2yˆ2 − 16µˆ2yˆ3 − 24µˆ2yˆ4 − 16µˆ2yˆ5 − 4µˆ2yˆ6 + yˆ2x+ 8µˆ2yˆ2x+ 2yˆ3x+ 24µˆ2yˆ3x+
+ yˆ4x+ 24µˆ2yˆ4x+ 8µˆ2yˆ5x+ 2yˆy′x+ 4yˆ2y′x+ 2yˆ3y′x− yˆ2x2 − 4µˆ2yˆ2x2 − 2yˆ3x2−
− 8µˆ2yˆ3x2 − yˆ4x2 − 4µˆ2yˆ4x2 − 6yˆy′x2 − 12yˆ2y′x2 − 6yˆ3y′x2 − y′2x2 − 4yˆy′2x2−
− 3yˆ2y′2x2 + 2yˆy′′x2 + 4yˆ2y′′x2 + 2yˆ3y′′x2 + 6yˆy′x3 + 10yˆ2y′x3 + 4yˆ3y′x3+
+ 3y′2x3 + 10yˆy′2x3 + 6yˆ2y′2x3 − 6yˆy′′x3 − 10yˆ2y′′x3 − 4yˆ3y′′x3 − 2yˆy′x4−
− 2yˆ2y′x4 − 3y′2x4 − 3yˆ2y′2x4 + 6yˆy′′x4 + 8yˆ2y′′x4 + 2yˆ3y′′x4 + y′2x5+
+ 2yˆy′2x5 − 2yˆy′′x5 − 2yˆ2y′′x5
where µˆ = ± k12n and yˆ = y − 1. Substituting yˆ = a1x
k1
n , the lowest order term in the
numerator Nˆ is automatically zero. Now, we want to eliminate the next lowest order
term. Observe thet, now







For the sake of definitess, suppose 12 < µ ≤ 1, i.e. µˆ = k12n < 12 (the case µˆ = − k12n is
analogous). The next lowest order terms in the numerator Nˆ are
−16µˆ2yˆ3 + 4xyˆ2y′ − 4x2yˆy′2 + 4x2yˆ2y′′ + xyˆ2 + 8xµˆ2yˆ2 − 6x2yˆy′ + 3x3y′2 − 6x3yˆy′′











n +O(x1+2 k1n )
that is zero if and only of a1 = 0. So we obtain the forbidden solution y(x) ≡ 1. So, k0
can not be zero, and y(x) satisfies (2.13) with 0 < l = k0
n
≤ 1, namely 0 ≤ σ0 < 1. QED
In the above lemma we have seen the expected asymptotic behaviour of the algebraic
solutions. We now state the main result of this section, which is more general, namely it
holds also for non algebraic solutions.
Theorem 2.2. For any pair of values (a0, σ0), 0 ≤ σ0 < 1, there exists a unique branch
of the solution of PVIµ, for a fixed µ, with the asymptotic behaviour
y(x) = a0x
1−σ0(1 + xεf(x)) as x→ 0, (2.15)
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for some ε > 0 and f(x) smooth function such that limx→0 f(x) = const.
In order that x1−σ0 is well defined, we have to make some cut in the complex plane.
From now on, we cut along the line argx = ϕ for some ϕ.
Remark 2.2. Theorem 2.2 can be proved also for complex values of the index σ0, pro-
vided that 0 ≤ Reσ0 < 1. For algebraic solutions the index σ0 must be a rational number.
Because of this, we consider only real indices.
2.1.2. Proof of the existence. First of all we state the existence of solutions of the
Schlesinger equations with a particular asymptotic behaviour. The following result will
play an important role also in Section 2.3.
Lemma 2.2 (Sato-Miwa-Jimbo). Given three constant matrices A0i , i = 0, 1, x with
zero eigenvalues such that Λ = A00+A
0
x has eigenvalues ±σ2 , 0 ≤ σ < 1, and A01 = −Λ−A∞,
in any sector of Cl containing none of the branch cuts, and sufficiently close to 0, there
exists a solution of the Schlesinger equations that satisfy
|A1(x)− A01| ≤ K|x|1−σ
′ ∣∣x−Λ(A1(x)− A01)xΛ∣∣ ≤ K|x|1−σ′ (2.16)
∣∣x−ΛA0(x)xΛ −A00∣∣ ≤ K|x|1−σ′ ∣∣x−ΛAx(x)xΛ − A0x∣∣ ≤ K|x|1−σ′, (2.17)
where K is some positive constant and 1 > σ′ > σ.
We want to show that it is possible to choose A0,1,x and Λ such that the corresponding
solution y(x) of the Painleve´ VI equation obtained via (2.7) has the asymptotic behaviour
(2.15). Let us consider an arbitrary constant matrix Λ with eigenvalues ±σ2 ; let T be the







































, for some non-zero constant b. With this choice of

































A1 → −A∞ − Λ.





we are now free to choose the arbitrary constants b, T11, T12, σ in such a way that − T124bT11 =
a0, σ = σ0, for any fixed a0 and σ0.
Remark 2.3. Other existence results for σ ∈ Cl \{] − ∞, 0] ∪ [1,+∞[} can be found in
[IKSY] and [S1], [S2], [S3]. For indices with Reσ 6∈ [0, 1], the asymptotics obtained in
these papers are valid in more complicated domains near 0.
2.1.3. Proof of the uniqueness. Now we prove that the solution y(x), x ∈ B(0, r), of
Painleve´ VI equation such that it satisfies (2.15) for some given constants a0 and σ0 ∈ [0, 1),
is uniquely determined by a0 and σ0. Here B(0, r) =
{
x
∣∣|x| ≤ r, argx 6= ϕ, x 6= 0}.
The proof is based on the fact that Painleve´ VI is equivalent to the following reduced
Schlesinger equations (1.17):
q˙ =
(q − 1)q + 2p(q − 1)q(q − x)
(x− 1)x ,
p˙ =
−p2(x− 2q − 2xq + 3q2)− p(2q − 1)− (1− µ)µ
(x− 1)x ,
where:
q = y, p =
x(x− 1)y˙ − y(y − 1)
2(y − x)y(y − 1) , (2.19)
and the dot means the derivative ddx We shall prove the local uniqueness of the solutions
of the Hamiltonian system with the following asymptotic behaviour








where l = 1 − σ0, a = a0, ε > 0 and f(x) and g(x) are some smooth functions in B(0, r)
which tend to zero as x→ 0.
This is equivalent to show the theorem. In fact, from the uniqueness of q it follows
trivially the uniqueness of y. The following lemma holds true:
Lemma 2.3. The estimates (2.20) on the asymptotic behaviour of (q(x), p(x)) are a con-
sequence of (2.15).
Proof. Since q = y, the assertion on y is obvious due to the hypothesis (2.15). Concerning
p, we use its definition
p =
x(x− 1)y˙ − y(y − 1)
2(y − x)y(y − 1)
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and by a straightforward computation we show (2.20) for p. QED
We now distinguish two cases: 0 < l < 1, and l = 1. Let us consider the former case;





which have a similar asymptotic behaviour




and the equations of the motion become
˙˜q = fq(p˜, q˜, x, x
l),





−q˜(l − 1− 2p˜q˜)
x
− q˜(1 + 2p˜q˜)
x1−l
+




p˜(l − 1− 2p˜q˜)
x
+





− p˜(1 + 4p˜q˜) + xl(µ− µ2 + 2p˜q˜ + 3p˜2q˜2)
1− x .
We want to prove the uniqueness of the solution (q˜, p˜) of (2.22), satisfying (2.21) for
x ∈ B(0, r), in the ball ||p˜− l−12a ||, ||q˜−a|| ≤ Cr, for a constant Cr vanishing when the radius
r → 0. Here ||f || = supB(0,r) |f(x)|. Let us suppose that there are two solutions (q˜1, p˜1)










|x|ε = 0, i = 1, 2, (2.23)




















∆Qi = Qi(q˜1, p˜1, x)−Qi(q˜2, p˜2, x), and ∆Pi = Pi(q˜1, p˜1, x)− Pi(q˜2, p˜2, x),
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Q1 = q˜(1+2p˜q˜), Q2 = −2p˜q˜, Q3 = q˜(1+4p˜q˜)−2x
1−lp˜q˜−xlq˜2(1+2p˜q˜)





We want to prove that, under the hypothesis (2.23), X ≡ 0 (this is equivalent to prove
































G(p˜1, p˜2, q˜1, q˜2) =[l − 1− 2q˜2(p˜1 + p˜2)](p˜1 − p˜2)− 2p˜21(q˜1 − q˜2)}+





|x|ε = 0, i = 1, 2. (2.25)
In order to prove that Z ≡ 0, we fix any direction in the complex plane arg(x) = ϑ for
some fixed ϑ, and we consider the real variable t = |x|. Then we define:
V(i)(t) := |Z(i)(x)|.
We want to prove that the assumption V(i)(t0) 6= 0 for some t0 > 0 leads to a cotradiction.
To this aim we prove a differential inequality for the right derivative D+V
(i) of V (i)(t).
Since D+V
(i) ≤ |Z(i)′ |, to obtain such a differential inequality it is enough to estimate
from above the modulus of the components of the right-hand-side of (2.24). To this aim










with ak,n(x), bk,n(x) regular functions x ∈ B(0, r). As a consequence, we obtain, in the
ball ||p˜− l−1
2a
||, ||q˜ − a|| ≤ Cr, the estimates:
|∆Qi|, |∆Pi| ≤ ci1|Z(1)|+ ci2|Z(2)| (2.26)


















r (||ak,1||+ 2C(2)r ||ak,2||)















r = Cr + 2|a| and C(2)r = Cr + 1−l|a| . We obtain (2.26) observing that |q˜1 − q˜2|,
|p˜1 − p˜2| are related to |Z(1)|, |Z(2)| by the constant linear transformation T .
For the terms of order O( 1
x
) in (2.24) we have:
|[1− l + 2p˜1(q˜1 + q˜2)](q˜1 − q˜2) + 2q˜22(p˜1 − p˜2)|
|x| ≤















|2a2{[l − 1− 2q˜2(p˜1 + p˜2)](p˜1 − p˜2)− 2p˜21(q˜1 − q˜2)}+ (l − 1){[1− l + 2p˜1(q˜1 + q˜2)]·








|x1−ε| |p˜1 − p˜2|,
(2.28)
for some positive constants C
(3)
r , ..., C
(6)
r . Let us prove (2.27):
|[1− l + 2p˜1(q˜1 + q˜2)](q˜1 − q˜2) + 2q˜22(p˜1 − p˜2)|
|x| ≤
| − (1− l)(q˜1 − q˜2) + 2a2(p˜1 − p˜2)|
|x| +
+
|2ag1(x) + l−1a (f1(x) + f2(x)) + xεg1(x)(f1(x) + f2(x))|
|x1−ε| |q˜1 − q˜2|+
+
|2f22 (x)xε + 4af2(x)|
|x1−ε| |p˜1 − p˜2| ≤










|x1−ε| |p˜1 − p˜2|,




r . The proof of (2.28) is analogous. From the























for some constant matrices A1, A2, A3 and A4 (Here we mean≤ component by component).























where A˜ = A1 +A2 +A3 and D+,t is the right derivative w.r.t. t.
We perform the following change of variable t1−l˜ = z. The differential inequality for



















where D+,z is the right derivative w.r.t. z. To show that Z = 0 we use the following:
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Comparison Theorem. Let us consider the following systems of n first order ODEs in
the real variable z ∈ (0, a], for some a > 0:
D+V
(i) ≤ F (i)(z,V), V(i)(x0) = V(i)0 , i = 1, .., n (2.31)
dU(i)
dz
= F (i)(z,U), U(i)(x0) = U
(i)
0 , i = 1, .., n (2.32)
where F (i)(z,U) are continuous functions in z ∈ (0, a], ||U − U0|| < b, non-decreasing in
U(i). If V
(i)
0 ≥ U(i)0 , for i = 1, ..n, then V(i)(z) ≥ U(i)(z), for every 0 < z ≤ z0, i = 1, ..n.
For the proof see [Lak].
We now apply Comparison Theorem to show that the assumption Z(t0) 6= 0 for some
t0 > 0 leads to a contradiction. Observe that by definition l˜ ≥ 1, then V satisfies (2.31)
with V
(i)

















By Comparison Theorem, for any solution of (2.32) with U(i)(z0) = V
(i)
0 , and F (z,U) of
the form (2.33), we have V(i)(z) ≥ U(i)(z), for every 0 < z ≤ z0, i = 1, 2. Moreover by
standard arguments it is possible to take U in such a way that U(i)(z) ≥ 0 and to continue
the functions U, V to z = 0 preserving the relation:
0 ≤ U(i)(z) ≤ V(i)(z).







= 0, i = 1, 2. (2.34)
Now, we use the following lemma:
Lemma 2.4. The only solution U of (2.32) with F (z,U) given by (2.33) satisfying (2.34)
is U ≡ 0,
Proof. Any non-zero solution of (2.32) with F (z,U) of the form (2.33) is given by












+O(z). Now it is obvious
that (2.35) does not satisfy (2.34). Thus U ≡ 0, as we wanted to prove. QED
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0 = 0, that contradicts the assumption
V
(i)
0 =6= 0. This concludes the proof of the uniqueness in the case 0 < l < 1.
Let us briefly explain how to prove the uniqueness in the case l = 1. Since the
procedure is essentially the same as before, we shall skip the details. First of all we




∼ a+ xεf(x) p˜(x) = p(x)− µ(1− µ) ∼ xεg(x)
which satisfy the equations of the motion:
˙˜q = Q1(q˜, p˜) +
1
x− 1Q2(q˜, p˜)
˙˜p = − p˜
x
+ P1(q˜, p˜) +
1
x− 1P2(q˜, p˜)
where Q1(q˜, p˜) = 2(µ− µ2 + p˜)(q˜ − 1)q˜2, Q2(q˜, p˜) = q˜(q˜ − 1)[1 + (2µ(1− µ) + 2p˜)(q˜ − 1)],
P1(q˜, p˜) = (µ− µ2 + p˜)2(2− 3q˜)q˜ − µ(1− µ), and P2(q˜, p˜) = p˜+ (µ− µ2 + p˜)2(4q˜ − 3q˜2 −
























for some constant matrices A1 and A2. Obviously X satisfies (2.23) with any 0 < ε < 1.





along any fixed direction on the






















0 , i = 1, 2, such that
0 ≤ U(i)(t) ≤ V(i)(t),








that satisfies (2.34) iff U0 = 0, namely U ≡ 0 that is absurd. This concludes the proof of
the uniqueness. QED
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2.1.4. Asymptotic behaviour of the solutions of the Schlesinger equations. An
important corollary to Theorem 2.2 is the following:
Theorem 2.3. The solutions of the Schlesinger equations A0,1,x(x) corresponding to the
solution of Painleve´ VI equation with asymptotic behaviour (2.15) must satisfy the relations
(2.16) and (2.17).
Proof. Let us consider the solution y(x) of Painleve´ VI equation with asymptotic behaviour
(2.15) and let us suppose that the corresponding solution of the Schlesinger equations
A0,1,x(x) does not satisfy the relations (2.16) and (2.17). As shown in the lemma 2.2, for




x has eigenvalues ±σ2 , σ ∈ [0, 1[,
and A01 = −Λ − A∞, there exists a solution Aˆ0,1,x(x) of the Schlesinger equations that
satisfy the relations (2.16) and (2.17). Now, as shown in Section 2.2, we can choose A00,1,x
in order that the corresponding solution yˆ(x) of Painleve´ VI equation has exactly the
asymptotic behaviour (2.15). Due to the uniqueness proved in Theorem 2.2, we have that
y(x) = yˆ(x), namely A0,1,x = Aˆ0,1,x up to conjugation by a constant diagonal matrix. This
contradiction proves the theorem. QED
2.1.5. Asymptotic behaviour of the PVIµ solution near 1 and ∞. We now state
the analogues of Theorem 2.2 for the local asymptotic behaviour of the solutions of (PVI)
near the singular points x = 1,∞:
Theorem 2.2’. For any pair of values (a1, σ1), σ1 ∈ [0, 1[, there exists a unique branch
of the solution of (PVI) with the asymptotic behaviour
y(x) ∼ 1− a1(1− x)1−σ1 (1 +O ((1− x)ε)) as x→ 1, (2.36)
for some ε > 0.
The proof of this theorem is analogous to the proof of theorem 1, namely one can state
the analogous of the lemma 2.2 replacing x 7→ 1 − x, and then choose suitably Λ, A00,1,x.
The uniqueness is proved in the same way as the case x 7→ 0.
Theorem 2.2”. For any pair of values (a∞, σ∞), σ∞ ∈ [0, 1[, there exists a unique branch
of the solution of (PVI) with the asymptotic behaviour
y(x) ∼ a∞xσ∞
(
1 +O ((x−ε)) as x→∞, (2.37)
for some ε > 0.
The proof of uniqueness is analogous to the one of Theorem 2.2. The proof of existence
follows the same strategy as the one of Theorem 2.2, but with a different formulation of
the lemma 2.2:
Lemma 2.2’. Given some constant matrices A0i , i = 0, 1, x with zero eigenvalues such
that Λ = A00 + A
0
t has eigenvalues ±σ2 , 0 ≤ σ < 1, in any sector of Cl containing none
of the branch cuts, and sufficiently close to ∞, there exists a solution of the Schlesinger
equations satisfying:
|xA∞Ax(x)x−A∞ − A01| ≤ K|x|σ
′−1 ∣∣xΛ (xA∞Ax(x)x−A∞ −A01)x−Λ∣∣ ≤ K|x|σ′−1
(2.38)
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∣∣xΛxA∞A0,1(x)x−A∞x−Λ −A0x∣∣ ≤ K|x|σ′−1, (2.39)
where K is some positive constant and 1 > σ′ > σ.
Proof. Let us consider the Schlesinger equations (2.3) and perform the change of variable
x = 1
xˆ
. Moreover we put:
Ai(x) := x
−A∞Aˆi(x)xA∞ ;
Then we can apply Lemma 2.2 to the system:
d
dxˆ















and obtain the estimates (2.38) and (2.39). QED
2.2. The local asymptotic behaviour and the monodromy group of the Fuchsian
system
In this section we relate the local asymptotic behaviour of the solution y(x) of PVIµ
to the monodromy data of the associated Fuchsian system (2.2). We essentially follow the
same strategy of [Jim], even if we have to introduce some more tricks due to the fact that
our matrices A00,1,x have eigenvalues all equal to zero. The main result of this section is
the following:
Theorem 2.4. For the solution y(x) of PVIµ, such that y(x) ∼ a0x1−σ0(1 + O(xε)),







cospiσ0 − e−iπϑ∞ −2e−iπϑ∞ sin π(ϑ∞+σ0)2 sin π(ϑ∞−σ0)2
2eiπϑ∞ sin π(ϑ∞+σ0)2 sin
π(ϑ∞−σ0)





































2(1− σ02 )Γ(1 + µ− σ02 )Γ(1− µ− σ02 )
Γ2(1− σ0)Γ2(1 + σ02 )Γ(1 + µ+ σ02 )Γ(1− µ+ σ02 )
(2.43)
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with an arbitrary complex number r 6= 0 and the matrix C is:
C =
(


































1− is tan πϑ∞2 −ispi exp(ipi ϑ∞2 ) sec πϑ∞2
i
π





1− i(1− s) tan πϑ∞2 −i(1− s)pi exp(ipi ϑ∞2 ) sec πϑ∞2
i
π











where s = a0.
The main idea to prove this theorem is that, due to Theorem 2.3, the solutions of the
Schlesinger equations corresponding to the PVIµ solution with the asymptotic behaviour
(2.15) must satisfy the relations (2.16) and (2.17). Using these relations, we obtain the
monodromy matrices of the Fuchsian system (2.2) via the ones of two simpler systems,
given in the following two lemmas (see [SMJ] and [Jim]):
Lemma 2.5. Under the hypotheses (2.16), (2.17), the limit of the fundamental solution of
the system (2.2), normalized at infinity, limx→0 Y∞(z, x) = Yˆ (z), exists, for z ∈ Cl \{B0 ∪
Bx ∪B1 ∪B∞}, B0, Bx, B1 and B∞ being balls around 0, x, 1 and ∞ respectively. This



















= (1 +O(z)) zΛCˆ0 z → 0
= Gˆ1 (1 +O(z − 1)) (z − 1)J1Cˆ1 z → 1
(2.48)












Cˆ1 are the connection matrices of the system (Σˆ).
Remark 2.4. Observe that the matrix Cˆ0 is uniquely determined by the conditions
(2.48).
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Lemma 2.6. Under the hypotheses (2.16), (2.17), the limit of the fundamental solution
of the system (2.2), normalized around ∞, limx→0 x−ΛY (xz, x) = Y˜ (z)Cˆ0 exists for z ∈



















= G˜0 (1 +O(z)) zJ0 C˜0 z → 0
= G˜1 (1 +O(z − 1)) (z − 1)J1C˜1 z → 1
where J0,1 are the Jordan normal forms of A
0





We denote C˜0,1 the connection matrices of the system (Σ˜).




Λ + F, A0x =
1
2
Λ− F, A01 = −A∞ − Λ,















for some parameter b. As a consequence the systems (Σˆ) and (Σ˜) are determined, up to
diagonal conjugation, by the four entries of the matrix T and by b.
Now, we explain how to compute the monodromy matrices of the original system (2.2)
knowing the ones of the systems (Σˆ) and (Σ˜). Later we will show how to compute the
matrices A00,x,1 and the monodromy matrices of (Σˆ) and (Σ˜).
Lemma 2.7. Let Mˆ0, Mˆ1, Mˆ∞ =M∞ be the monodromy matrices of the system (Σˆ) with
respect to the fundamental matrix Yˆ and the basis γˆ0 = γ0γx, γ1 in pi1
(
Cl \{0, 1,∞}). Let
M˜0, M˜1, M˜∞ = exp(−2piiΛ) be the monodromy matrices of the system (Σ˜) with respect
to the fundamental matrix Y˜ and the basis γ˜0, γ˜1 = γx. Then the monodromy matrices of
the original system (2.2) are given by the formulae:
M0 = Cˆ
−1
0 M˜0Cˆ0, Mx = Cˆ
−1







Fig.7. The paths γx and γ0 merge together as x→ 0. The
homotopy class of γ0γx remains unchanged.
where Cˆ0 is defined by (2.48).
Proof. By the definition of Yˆ , the system (Σˆ) is obtained by merging of the singularities
0 and x of the system (2.2). We can choose the loop γˆ0 to be homotopic to γ0γx, with γˆ0
not crossing a ball the B0 (see figure 7).
As a consequence we obtain a relation between the monodromy matrices of the system




Similarly, by the definition of Y˜ the system (Σ˜) is obtained by the merging (see figure 8)
of the singularities z′ = 1
x






















Fig.8. The paths γ1 and γ∞ merge together as x→ 0. The homotopy
class of γ˜ ≡ γ1γ∞ coincides with the one of (γ0γx)−1
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So, in the basis Yˆ , the monodromy matrices of (Σ˜) have the following form:







The lemma is proved. QED
Now we want to compute the monodromy matrices Mˆi and M˜i and the connection
matrix Cˆ0. To this aim we have to solve the systems (Σˆ) and (Σ˜), namely we have to de-
termine T and b. For σ0 6= 0, this can be done introducing a suitable gauge transformation
of Yˆ and Y˜ such that the systems (Σˆ) and (Σ˜) are equivalent to a Gauss equation. The
case σ0 = 0 will be treated later.
2.2.1. Reduction to the Gauss equation. First of all let us notice that both the
systems (Σˆ) and (Σ˜) have similar form. We want to reduce them, via a suitable gauge
transformation and a appropriate choice of the parameters α, β, γ, to systems of the form:
d
dz








Y (z, α, β, γ) (2.52)
where B0, B1 are some constant matrices with eigenvalues 1 − γ, 0 and γ − α − β − 1, 0






Lemma 2.8. For α 6= β, the system (2.52) is uniquely determined, up to a diagonal
conjugation





, r 6= 0. (2.53)
The entries b0ij and b
1
ij of the matrices B0 and B1 respectively, are given by the formulae
b011 =
α(γ − 1− β)
β − α , b
0
22 =
−β(γ − 1− α)
β − α , b
1
11 =
−α(γ − 1− α)
β − α , (2.54)
b122 =
β(γ − 1− β)









−αβ(γ − 1− β)(γ − 1− α)
(β − α)2 . (2.55)
The system (2.52) can be solved using the Gauss hypergeometric function. So, we can
compute its connection matrices via the Kummer relations (see [Luke]) of the hypergeo-
metric functions.





, with y1 being an arbitrary
solution of the following Gauss equation:
z(1− z)y′′1 + [c− (a+ b+ 1)z]y′1 − aby1 = 0 (2.56)
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where a = α, b = β + 1, c = γ and y2 given by:
y2(z) = r
−1 β − α
β(γ − β − 1)
{











where r = − (β−α)b012
β(γ−β−1) .
Proof. After the gauge transformation:
Y (z, α, β, γ) = zb
0
11(1− z)b111U(z, α, β, γ),
one obtains from (2.52) the following Riemann equation for u1
u′′1 +
[
1 + b011 − b022
z
+







z2(z − 1)2u1 = 0.
Now u1 is related with the solution yG of the Gauss equation (2.56), with a = −b011 − b111,
b = 1 − b022 − b122, c = 1 − b011 − b022, via the relation u1 = z−b
0
11(1 − z)−b111yG. As a
consequence, thanks to (2.54), (2.55), we obtain that y1 = yG and a = α+1, b = β, c = γ.


















that gives the equation (2.57). QED
To reduce the systems (Σˆ) and (Σ˜) to the system (2.52) we need to diagonalize the
matrices A01+Λ = −A∞ and Λ respectively and to perform a suitable gauge transform. We
need to introduce some notations. Denote Cα,β,γ0,1 the connection matrices of the system
(2.52). The matrices J0,1 are the Jordan normal forms of B0,1 and the matrices G
α,β,γ
0,1




= B0,1. Then for the asymptotic behaviour of an
appropriate fundamental matrix Y (z, α, β, γ) of the system (2.52) we have













= Gα,β,γ0 (1 +O(z)) zJ0Cα,β,γ0 z → 0
= Gα,β,γ1 (1 +O(z − 1)) (z − 1)J1Cα,β,γ1 z → 1.
Some further remarks on the notations: from now on all the quantities with the hat are
referred to the system (Σˆ) and all the quantities with the tilde to the system (Σ˜). When
we don’t put any hat or tilde, the formulae are true for both the systems. In other
words, they hold true for the generic system (2.52); substituting all the quantities with
the correspondent hat or tilde ones, the formulae hold true for the systems (Σˆ) or (Σ˜)
respectively.
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We now choose the values of α, β, γ in relation with the eigenvalues of the matrices of




, βˆ = −ϑ∞ + σ0
2
, γˆ = 1− σ0, (2.58)






, γ˜ = 1. (2.59)





















2 Y (z, αˆ, βˆ, γˆ), Y˜ = Gαˆ,βˆ,γˆ0 Y (z, α˜, β˜, γ˜), (2.60)
where Gαˆ,βˆ,γˆ0 is such that








As a consequence the connection matrices of (2.52) are related to the ones of (Σˆ) and (Σ˜)
by the following formulae:
Gˆ1 = G
αˆ,βˆ,γˆ
1 , Cˆ1 = C
αˆ,βˆ,γˆ















2.2.2. Local behaviour of the solution of (2.52). The solutions of (2.56) around
the singular points 0, 1,∞ are known and one can compute y2 by (2.57). In this way
one obtains the local behaviour of the fundamental solution Y for z → 0, 1,∞, and one
can compute the connection matrices by the Kummer relations (which are the connection
formulae for the hypergeometric equation). The difference w.r.t. the situation of [Jim] is
that in our case the Gauss equation is degenerate, namely:
cˆ− aˆ− bˆ = 0, c˜− a˜− b˜ = 0, c˜ = 1.
So, we have to consider the logarithmic solutions of the Gauss equation around z = 1
for both the systems (Σˆ) and (Σ˜), and around z = 0 for (Σ˜); moreover, we shall use the




Fig.9. The branch cut |arg(z)| < pi.
In what follows we denote F (a, b, c, z) the hypergeometric function and with g(a, b, z)
its logarithmic counterpart for c = 1, namely:











zk[ln z + ψ(a+ k) + ψ(b+ k)− 2ψ(k + 1)],
with the branchcut |arg(z)| < pi (see figure 9). Here ψ is the logarithmic derivative of the
gamma function, and the expressions of the parameters a, b, c via α, β, γ are given in the
lemma 2.9.














r(β − α)(β − α− 1)F (α+ 1, 1− β, α− β + 2,
1
z
























Fundamental solution near 1. Since c− a− b = 0, the solutions are logarithmic:
Y1 =
(
F (α, β + 1, 1, 1− z) r g(α, β + 1, 1, 1− z)
1
r
F (α+ 1, β, 1, 1− z) g(α+ 1, β, 1, 1− z)
)
.
For z → 1










1 r[ψ(α) + ψ(1 + β)− 2ψ(1)]
1
r
ψ(1 + α) + ψ(β)− 2ψ(1)
)
.






Fundamental solution near 0. We have to distinguish the case (Σˆ), where the solutions
of (2.56) around 0 are not logarithmic, and the case (Σ˜), where c = 1 and the solutions
are logarithmic.
For (Σˆ) one has
Yˆ0 =

 − αˆβˆ−αˆz−αˆ−βˆF (−βˆ, 1− αˆ, 1− αˆ− βˆ, z) rˆ βˆβˆ−αˆF (αˆ, βˆ + 1, αˆ+ βˆ + 1, z)
− βˆ
rˆ(βˆ−αˆ)z
−αˆ−βˆF (1− βˆ,−αˆ, 1− αˆ− βˆ, z) αˆ
βˆ−αˆF (αˆ+ 1, βˆ, αˆ+ βˆ + 1, z)

 .
For z → 0 it behaves like
Yˆ0 ∼ Gαˆ,βˆ0 z
(



















For (Σ˜) one has
Y˜0 =
(
F (α˜, 1− α˜, 1, z) r˜ g(α˜, 1− α˜, 1, z)
−1
r˜
F (α˜+ 1,−α˜, 1, z) −g(α˜+ 1,−α˜, 1, z)
)
,
for z → 0 it behaves like








1 r˜[ψ(1− α˜) + ψ(α˜)− 2ψ(1)]
−1
r˜
−ψ(1 + α˜)− ψ(−α˜) + 2ψ(1)
)
.






2.2.3. Connection formulae. In order to compute the connection matrices we write




exp(−ipiα)U(α, β + 1, z) −αβ exp(−ipi(β + 1))r
(β − α)(β − α+ 1) U(β + 1, α, z)
−αβ exp(−ipi(α+ 1))








F (a, 1− b, 1+a− b, 1
z
). For z such that |arg(z)| < 2pi, there




− exp(ipia)Γ(1 + a− b)
Γ(a)Γ(1− b)
{
[ipi + ψ(1− b)− ψ(b)]F (a, b, 1, 1− z)+
g(a, b, 1, 1− z)},








Γ(1 + a− b)Γ(1− a− b)
Γ(1− b)2 F (a, b, a+ b, z) +
Γ(1 + a− b)Γ(a+ b− 1)
Γ(a)2
·
· z1−a−bF (1− b, 1− a, 2− a− b, z).
Using these relations we obtain the analytic continuation of Y∞ around 0 and 1, and by






we obtain, by straightforward computations
Cαˆ,βˆ0 =



































[ipi − pi cot(piα˜)] −r˜ Γ(−2α˜)







Now we have to compute the monodromy matrices in the basis Y∞. Using the formulae























− exp[−ipi(αˆ− βˆ)]Γ(αˆ− βˆ)Γ(βˆ)Γ(−αˆ)






In this way we immediately obtain the formula (2.40) for M1 and it turns out that
Cαˆ,βˆ0 = D
αˆ,βˆ · C





0 − exp(−iπβ)Γ(−βˆ−αˆ)Γ(1+βˆ−αˆ)Γ(1−αˆ)Γ(−αˆ) sinπαˆ
)
.










By straightforward computations one can easily check that, for
s˜ = −exp(2ipiβ)Γ(βˆ + αˆ)Γ(1− βˆ + αˆ)Γ(1− αˆ)Γ(−αˆ)




= − Γ(1− σ0)
2Γ(σ02 )
2
Γ(1 + σ0)2Γ(−σ02 )2
Γ(1 + ϑ∞+σ02 )Γ(1 +
−ϑ∞+σ0
2 )




the formulae (2.41), (2.42) hold true.





2µ−σ0 . To this aim we compute the matrices A
0
0,1,x and Λ and then the
asymptotic behaviour of y in terms of σ0 and r˜. To compute the matrices A
0
0,1,x and Λ we
observe that, thanks to the gauges (2.60),
A01 = Bˆ1, Λ = Bˆ0 +
αˆ+ βˆ
2
























































It is then obvious that, referring to (2.49) and (2.50), b = r˜, T = Gαˆ,βˆ0 . Using the formula
(2.18),
y(x) ∼ − rˆ(σ0 + 2µ)
4r˜(2µ− σ0)x
1−σ0 .
This proves the formula (2.43) and concludes the proof of the theorem, in the case σ0 6= 0.







































− (θ + σ0)
2r˜
2rˆ





















































− (ϑ∞ + σ0)
2rˆ
2r˜














2.2.4. Case σ0 = 0. In this case the solution of the system (Σˆ) has logarithmic behaviour
around 0. Moreover, as seen before, it has a logarithmic behaviour around 1. For this
system we can use all the formulae derived for (Σ˜), substituting α˜ by αˆ. The treatment of
the (Σ˜), is even easier. Ideed in this case Λ has zero eigenvalues and it is straightforward
to solve the system (2.52) exactly. In fact in this case we have





, det B˜i = TrB˜i = 0, i = 0, 1.












and we can solve the differential equation (2.52) explicitly:
Y˜ =
(













zJ , as z →∞,
= G˜0 (1+O(z)) zJ C˜0, as z → 0,












































































































We can factor out the diagonal matrix Dαˆ in (2.65), and take rˆ = 1. In this way, we obtain
the formulae (2.45), (2.46), (2.47). The asymptotic behaviour of y(x) can be computed as
before. For σ0 = 0 we obtain:
y ∼ a0x for a0 = s.
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This concludes the proof of the theorem.
2.2.5. The asymptotic behaviour near 1,∞ and the monodromy data. We can
prove the analogue of Theorem 2.2 near 1 and ∞. Namely, for any pair of values (a1, σ1)
there exists a unique branch of the solution of PVIµ with the asymptotic behaviour
y(x) ∼ 1− a1x1−σ1 as x→ 1. (2.66)
It is possible to parameterize the monodromy matrices as in Theorem 2.2 substituting σ0
with σ1 and M0 with M1 and vice-versa. Analogously, for any pair of values (a∞, σ∞)
there exists a unique branch of the solution of (PVI) with the asymptotic behaviour
y(x) ∼ a∞xσ∞ as x→∞, (2.67)
and it is possible to parameterize the monodromy matrices as before, substituting σ0 with
σ∞ and applying the braid β2 to the monodromy matrices.
2.3. From the local asymptotic behaviour to the global one.
In this section we prove Theorem 2.1 which gives the asymptotic behaviour of the
branches of the solutions in terms of the triplets (x0, x1, x∞).
Lemma 2.10. For the solution y(0)(x) of PVIµ behaving as
y(0)(x) = a0x
1−σ0 (1 +O(xε)) as x→ 0,







1 given by (2.42), (2.41), (2.40), or (2.46), (2.47),





















































∞ ) is defined, up to equivalence, by the following formulae,
for σ0 6= 0:
x
(0)



























2Γ(1− σ02 )2Γ(1 + µ− σ02 )Γ(1− µ− σ02 )
Γ(1− σ0)2Γ(1 + σ02 )2Γ(1 + µ+ σ02 )Γ(1− µ+ σ02 )
, (2.69)
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1 = −| sinpiµ|
√
1− a0




The proof of this lemma can be obtained by straightforward computations, using













∞ ) can be obtained respectively starting from a solution y(1)(x) of PVIµ
behaving as
y(1)(x) = 1− a1(1− x)1−σ1 (1 +O(1− x)ε) as x→ 1,








So, given an admissible triple (x0, x1, x∞), with xi ∈ lR, |xi| < 2 for i = 0, 1,∞, we choose







i = xi, for i = 0, 1,∞.
Using the explicit formulae (2.68), (2.69) for x0 6= 0, we derive the expressions (2.10),
(2.11). Similarly, using (2.70) for x0 = 0 we derive the expression (2.12). In the same way,
we derive the analogous expressions for (a1, σ1) and (a∞, σ∞). The three correspondent
branches y(0)(x), y(1)(x), y(∞)(x) of solutions of PVIµ, with µ given by (2.8) must coincide.
In fact, the associated auxiliary Fuchsian systems have the same, modulo diagonal con-
jugation, monodromy matrices. This proves the existence of a solution of PVIµ with the
asymptotic behaviour (2.1), with the indices given by (2.9) and the coefficients specified
as above, for any admissible triple (x0, x1, x∞), with xi ∈ lR, |xi| < 2 for i = 0, 1,∞. The
uniqueness of such a branch follows from theorem 1.3.



















∞ ), using the formulae (2.68), (2.69)
or (2.70) and their analogies. Let us prove that the numbers (x0, x1, x∞) are real and




2 = 4 sin2 piσ0, (x
(1)
1 )
2 = 4 sin2 piσ1, (x
(∞)
∞ )
2 = 4 sin2 piσ∞.
This proves that our construction covers, for real µ, all the solutions of PVIµ with critical
behaviour of algebraic type.
Finally, using corollary 1.5, we infer that the class of solutions of PVIµ, with real
µ, having critical behaviour of algebraic type is invariant with respect to the analytic
continuation. The law of transformation of the critical indices l0, l1, l∞ of the expansions
(2.1), is described by theorem 1.5.
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2.4. The complete list of algebraic solutions
We summarize the results of this paper in the following
Classification Theorem. Any algebraic solution of the equation PVIµ with 2µ 6∈ Z is
equivalent, in the sense of symmetries (1.22), (1.23), (1.24) to one of the five solutions
(A3), (B3), (H3), (H3)
′, (H3)′′ below.
We already know that the classes of equivalent algebraic solutions are labelled by
the five regular polyhedra and star-polyhedra in the three-dimensional space. We will












The correspondent algebraic solutions will have 4, 3, 10, 10, 18 branches respectively. Re-
call that these are the lenghts of the orbits (1.33), (1.34), (1.35), (1.36), (1.37) respectively
with respect to the action of the pure braid group (see remark 1.11 above). We give now
the explicit formulae for the solutions with brief explanations of the derivations of them.
Tetrahedron. We have (x0, x1, x∞) = (−1, 0,−1), then µ = −14 and
y =
(s− 1)2(1 + 3s)(9s2 − 5)2
(1 + s)(25− 207s2 + 1539s4 + 243s6) ,
x =
(s− 1)3(1 + 3s)
(s+ 1)3(1− 3s) .
(A3)
(We present the solution in the parametric form). The monodromy matrices, in the

















This solution was found in [Dub] in the implicit form (E.29). This was also obtained,
independently, by N. Hitchin (see [Hit2]). To reduce (E.29) to the above form, we
have to solve the cubic equation (E.29 b) with the substitution:
t =
32(1− 18s2 + 81s4)
27(1 + 9s2 + 27s4 + 27s6)
.
Then the three roots of (E.29 b) are:
ω1 =








Cube. We have (x0, x1, x∞) = (−1, 0,−
√
2) and µ = −13 . The solution
y =
(2− s)2(1 + s)
(2 + s)(5s4 − 10s2 + 9) ,
x =
(2− s)2(1 + s)
(2 + s)2(1− s) ,
(B3)

















Coxeter group W(H3), of symmetries of icosahedron. We have three possible
choices of the point (x0, x1, x∞) which lead to three different solutions.
Icosahedron. The orbit (1.35) corresponds to the standard triple of reflections for
the icosahedron. (x0, x1, x∞) = (0,−1,−1+
√
5
2 ), then µ = −25 and
y =
(s− 1)2(1 + 3s)2(−1 + 4s+ s2)(7− 108s2 + 314s4 − 588s6 + 119s8)2
(1 + s)3(−1 + 3s)P (s)
x =
(−1 + s)5 (1 + 3 s)3 (−1 + 4 s+ s2)
(1 + s)
5
(−1 + 3 s)3 (−1− 4 s+ s2) ,
(H3)
with
P (s) =49− 2133s2 + 34308s4 − 259044s6 + 16422878s8 − 7616646s10 + 13758708s12
+ 5963724s14 − 719271s16 + 42483s18.


















The above solution was already obtained in [Dub] in the implicit form (E.33). The
above explicit formula can be obtained solving (E.33 b) in the form:
t =
(1− 4s− s2)(−1− 4s+ s2)(−1 + 5s2)
(1 + 3s2)3
ω1 =
25− 585 s2 + 3530 s4 − 6690 s6 − 3955 s8 + 507 s10
(1 + 3 s2)
5
ω2 =
−7 + 215 s2 − 1910 s4 − 4096 s5 + 5150 s6 + 20480 s7 + 6125 s8 − 357 s10
(1 + 3 s2)
5
ω3 =
−7 + 215 s2 − 1910 s4 + 4096 s5 + 5150 s6 − 20480 s7 + 6125 s8 − 357 s10




The last two solutions for the orbits (1.36) and (1.37), with the icosahedral symmetry
are new. They correspond to great icosahedron and great dodecahedron respectively. To
compute them we use the following algorithm. The leading terms of the Puiseux expansions
near the ramification points 0, 1,∞ of each branch can be computed by the formulae (2.9),
(2.10), (2.11) and (2.12). From this the genus of the algebraic curve F (y, x) = 0 is easily
computed. Namely, the genus of (1.36) is 0 and the genus of (1.37) is 1. Since the
symmetries of PVIµ preserve the indices l0, l1, l∞ (up to permutations), they preserve the
genus too.
We observe that the appearance of genus 1 in the last solution related to the great
dodecahedron could seem less surprising if we recall that the topology of this immersed
two-dimensional surface is different from the topology of all the other polyhedra and star-
polyhedra. In fact, this is a surface of genus 4, while all the others have genus 0 (see
[Cox]).
Let us now list the last two solutions.








(−1 + s)4 (1 + 3 s)2 (−1 + 4 s+ s2) (3− 30 s2 + 11 s4)2
(1 + s) (−1 + 3 s) (1 + 3 s2) P (s) ,
x =
(−1 + s)5 (1 + 3 s)3 (−1 + 4 s+ s2)
(1 + s)
5






9− 342 s2 + 4855 s4 − 28852 s6 + 63015 s8 − 1942 s10 + 121 s12) .



















Great Dodecahedron. (x0, x1, x∞) = (−1,−1, 1−
√
5
2 ), µ = −13 . The canonical























This is the most complicated solution and we will briefly explain how did we obtain
it. As we already said, it is an algebraic function with 18 branches. It has two branch
points of order 5, two of order 3 and two regular branches, over every ramification
77





















































The Puiseux expansions near x = 1 and x =∞ can be obtained from these formulae
applying the symmetries (1.22) and (1.23) respectively. Using these formulae, one can
compute any term of the Puiseux expansions of all the branches. Due to computer
difficulties, at the moment, we do not manage to produce the explicit elliptic param-
eterization of the algebraic curve. We give this in the form of an algebraic curve of
degree 36.







F (x, y, t) =
(
11423613917539180989− 57169813730203944 t− 13869163074392577 t2









+34431689430132242698256649 t8 − 4868379539328005204126748 t9
+543298990997997546590 t10− 5420393254540081020 t11
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